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“Any item listed on the agenda (action or information)
may be acted upon at the discretion of the Committee”.

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE Hon.
OF ALLEGIANCE Harry Baldwin,
Chair

ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

Members of the public desiring to speak on an agenda item or items
not on the agenda, but within the purview of this committee, must
fill out a speaker's card prior to speaking and submit it to the Staff
Assistant. A speaker's card must be turned in before the meeting is
called to order. Comments will be limited to three minutes. The
Chair may limit the total time for comments to twenty (20) minutes.

REVIEW and PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS

CONSENT CALENDAR

5.1 Approval Items

5.1.1 Approve Minutes of May 4, 2006 Meeting 1
Attachment

5.2 Receive and File

5.2.1 State and Federal Legislative Matrix 7
Attachment

Summary of state and federal legislative
bills relevant to SCAG adopted policies
and priorities and related matters.

TIME

TCC - June 2006, Doc #121731
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6.0 ACTION ITEMS

6.1 2004 RTP Update Strategy/ Rich Macias, 24 10 minutes
SAFETEA-LU Compliance SCAG
Attachment

Staff will present a strategy to update
the 2004 RTP in compliance with the
SAFETEA-LU requirements.

Recommended Action: Approve staff
recommendation to adopt the next RTP
by December 2007 and initiate a Gap
Analysis to bring the 2004 RTP into
SAFETEA-LU compliance.

6.2  Draft 2004 RTP Amendment — Omnitrans  Philip Law, 37 5 minutes
sbX Project SCAG
Attachment

Release the Draft 2004 RTP Amendment
and EIR Addendum for a 30-day public
review and comment period. Omintrans
has requested that SCAG add a bus rapid
transit project, sbX, to the RTP. The sbX
will connect San Bernardino and Loma
Linda along the E Street transit corridor.

Recommended Action: Release the
Draft 2004 RTP Amendment and EIR
Addendum for a 30-day public review.

TCC - June 2006, Doc #121731
ii C. Alvarado
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6.0 ACTION ITEMS cont/d

6.3  Draft 2006 Regional Transportation Rosemary Ayala 108 S minutes
Improvement Program (RTIP)
Attachment

Approve release of the Draft 2006 RTIP
In order to start the public review process.

Recommended Action: Approve release
of the Draft 2006 RTIP

7.0 INFORMATION ITEMS

7.1 Infrastructure Bond & Trailer Bill Don Rhodes, 110 10 minutes

Summary and Presentation SCAG
Attachment

Staff will present key elements of the
infrastructure bond bills and related
trailer legislation passing from the
Legislature to the November general
election ballot that are related to the
Committee’s jurisdiction.

8.0 MAGLEV TASK FORCE REPORT Hon.
Robin Lowe, Chair

9.0 GOODS MOVEMENT TASK Hon.
FORCE REPORT Art Brown, Chair

10.0 CHAIR’S REPORT

11.0 STAFF REPORT Rich Macias,
SCAG Staff

TCC — June 2006, Doc #121731
111 C. Alvarado
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12.0 FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
Any Committee members or staff desiring to place items on a future agenda
may make such request. Comments should be limited to three minutes.

13.0 ANNOUNCEMENTS

140 ADJOURNMENT
The next meeting of the Transportation and Communications Committee
will be held on July 6, 2006 at the SCAG office.

TCC — June 2006, Doc #121731
iv C. Alvarado
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Transportation and Communications Committee

May 4, 2006
Action Minutes

THE FOLLOWING MINUTES ARE A SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE
TRANSPORTATION AND COMMUNICATIONS COMMITTEE. AN AUDIOCASSETTE
TAPE OF THE ACTUAL MEETING IS AVAILABLE FOR LISTENING IN SCAG’S

OFFICE.

The Transportation and Communications Committee held its meeting at the Westin in Long Beach.
The meeting was called to order by the Honorable Harry Baldwin, Chair, City of San Gabriel.

There was a quorum.

Members Present
Baldwin, Harry (Chair)
Beauman, John
Bone, Lou

Burke, Yvonne
Correa, Lou

Dale, Lawrence
Daniels, Gene
Dixon, Richard
Gabelich, Rae
Herrera, Carol
Lowenthal, Bonnie (Vice-Chair)
O’Connor, Pam
Ovitt, Gary

Pettis, Greg

Spence, David
Stone, Jeff

Szerlip, Don

Talbot, Paul

Uranga, Tonia Reyes
Wapner, Alan

City of San Gabriel
City of Brea

City of Tustin

City of Los Angeles
Orange County

City of Barstow

City of Paramount
City of Lake Forrest
City of Long Beach
City of Diamond Bar
City of Long Beach
City of Santa Monica
San Bernardino County
Cathedral City

Arroyo Verdugo COG
Riverside County
South Bay Cities COG
City of Alhambra

City of Long Beach
City of Ontario

TCC Action Minutes — May 4, 2006
Doc #121817v1

Prepared by C. Alvarado

5/15/2006 4:37 PM



Transportation and Communications Committee
May 4, 2006
Action Minutes

Members Not Present

Aldinger, Jim City of Manhattan Beach
Adams, Steve Riverside, WRCOG
Becerra, Glen City of Simi Valley
Brown, Art City of Buena Park
Buckley, Tom City of Lake Elsinore
DeLara, Juan City of Coachella
Dunlap, Judy City of Inglewood
Flickinger, Bonnie City of Moreno Valley
Garcia, Lee Ann City of Grand Terrace
George, Gary City of Redlands
Gurule, Frank City of Cudahy
Hernandez, Robert City of Anaheim
Joffee, Enid San Gabriel Valley COG
Lowe, Robin City of Hemet/RCTC
Marshall, Patsy City of Buena Park
Mikels, Judy Ventura County
Miller, Paul City of Simi Valley
Millhouse, Keith City of Moorpark
Mogeet, Shenna Riverside, WRCOG
Roberts, Ron City of Temecula
Rutherford, Mark City of Westlake Village
Smith, Greg City of Los Angeles
Smyth, Cameron City of Santa Clarita
Sykes, Tom City of Walnut
Tyler, Sidney City of Pasadena
New Members
Voting Members, Not Elected Official
Casey, Rose Caltrans

2 TCC Action Minutes — May 4, 2006

Doc # 121817v1
Prepared by C. Alvarado
5/15/2006 4:34 PM



Transportation and Communications Committee
May 4, 2006
Action Minutes

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLIGANCE

The Honorable Harry Baldwin, Chair, called the meeting to order at 10:07 a.m.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

There were no public comments.

REVIEW and PRIORITIZE

CONSENT CALENDAR

4.1

Approval Item

4.1.1 Approve Minutes of April 6, 2006

4.2  Receive and File
4.2.1 State and Federal Legislative Matrix
MOTION was made to MOVE the Consent Calendar items.
Motion was SECONDED and UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.
ACTION ITEMS
5.1 S.2388 — National Infrastructure Improvement Act of 2006

Don Rhodes, SCAG, stated that the bill which is currently in the Senate
Environment Public Works Committee does two things; 1) it establishes a
commission on infrastructure to look at current and future needs related to demand
and economic growth. 2) It establishes a cabinet level advisor group that would
have input from various national organizations, including the National Governors
Association, the National Association of Counties, the United States Conference of
Mayors and the National Conference of State Legislators.

Funding for the Commission is authorized at up to $1,000,000 for FY2008 and
FY2009. The Commission will sunset in September 2009.

Staff recommends that the TCC support S.2388 and the establishment of the
‘National Commission on the Infrastructure of the United States’.

Motion was made to SUPPORT S.2388. Motion was SECONDED and
UNAMIOUSLY APPROVED.

3 TCC Action Minutes — May 4, 2006
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Transportation and Communications Committee
May 4, 2006
Action Minutes

6.0

INFORMATION ITEMS

6.1

6.2

Maritime Goods Movement Coalition

Robert Wyman, Environmental Attorney with the law firm of Latham & Watkins,
gave a presentation on a market-based strategy to reduce environmental impacts
from goods movement.

Mr. Wyman’s presentation included a briefing of the document entitled ‘Maritime
Goods Movement Coalition’, which is included as Appendix G of the California Air
Resources Board Proposed Emission Reduction Plan for Port and Goods Movement
that was released on March 21, 2006. This document can be found at:
http://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/gmerp/gmerp.htm.

Relative to other plans that have been proposed, the Goods Movement Attainment
Plan is designed to achieve the following benefits for the region in addition to
achieving the targeted air quality objectives:

Greater Flexibility

Greater Near Term Community Health Benefits

Lower Cost

More Effective Regulation

Greater Economic Opportunities

Fewer Future Project Hurdles

The Committee requested Mr. Wyman provide the MTA Board and the Executive
Board with the plan information, so the points could be used into the integration of
the development of the EIR/EIS for the Gerald Desmond Bridge and 710 south
projects.

Report on Triennial MPO Certification of SCAG

Ted Matley, FTA, presented the FTA/FHWA finding and recommendations from
the recent triennial certification of the planning process in the SCAG Region.
Certification is required under SAFETEA-LU every four years.

The report identified two corrective actions and nine recommendations for
improvements. The first corrective action calls for SCAG to enter into agreements
with publicly owned transit operators that document the collaborative planning and
programming process currently existing in the region or take other actions sufficient
to address this requirement. The second corrective action requires SCAG to publish
costs of every individual project included in the Regional Transportation Plan in the
future. The set of nine recommendations for improvement are relatively less
important issues, but FTA/FHWA expects SCAG to work on these
recommendations over a period of time to meet the set standards.

4 TCC Action Minutes — May 4, 2006
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Transportation and Communications Committee
May 4, 2006
Action Minutes

7.0

6.3

It was noted that SCAG had a 1979 MOU with the Commissions which SCAG
thought satisfied the requirements because it integrated a planning process, and
defined roles and responsibilities. Some of the Commissions in turn, then entered
into MOU’s with various transit operators over whom they had some responsibility.
Approximately a year ago it was pointed out to SCAG by the FTA/FHWA that this
was not sufficient. Since that time, staff has been working to develop the
agreements. Staff is hopeful that in June 2006 it can bring forward the beginning of
the agreements; the first one will most likely be in Orange County.

RTAC Task Force Report
At the April meeting of the TCC, SCAG was requested to give a presentation for

the purpose of discussion regarding the current need and relevancy of the coalition.
Mark Pisano, SCAG, gave a briefing on the function and purpose of the Regional
Transportations Agencies Coalition, as required by AB 1246. Mr. Pisano stated that
AB 1246 requires SCAG to convene the county transportation commissions in the
development of the TIP, the Regional Transportation Improvement Program, and in
the development of the Regional Transportation Plan. Prior to the development of
each of these products there has to be a formal meeting with the transportation
commissions to review the input into the Regional Transportation Improvement
Program. Additionally, upon the completion of the individual county commission
plans, if there are any conflicts, SCAG sets up a conflict resolution process between
the commissions and SCAG. In the Regional Transportation Plan there is also a
requirement for consultation as SCAG develops the plan, that there is input from
the transportation commissions.

SCAG has been implementing this process over the last several years through the
Regional Transportation Agencies Coalition, RTAC, which has met on a regular
basis over the last ten years. The question was raised several years ago as to why
the CEO’s of the Transportation Commissions and SCAG had been having two sets
of meetings. This issue has since been resolved in that the meeting of the CEO’s
will occur immediately after the RTAC meeting so that both meeting dates are
coordinated.

MAGLEYV TASK FORCE REPORT

Councilmember Lou Bone, Vice-Chair, stated that a presentation on the Maglev stations
along the I0S was made by SCAG consultants, the IBA Group. The presentation was a
conceptual architectural design of the stations in associated parking facilities around each
station. A presentation was also made by the IBA Group on the preliminary engineering
for the guide ways and the supporting bents and columns for the guide ways.

A decision was made by the task force on accepting the invitation from the Shanghai
Maglev Research and Development Center to send a delegation of five elected officials
representing the I0S Corridor, plus two SCAG staff members. This item will be on today’s
RC agenda.

5 TCC Action Minutes — May 4, 2006
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Transportation and Communications Committee
May 4, 2006
Action Minutes

8.0

9.0

10.0

11.0

12.0

13.0

The next meeting of the Task Force will be June 8, from 11:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

CHAIR REPORT
There was no report.

STAFF REPORT
There was no report.

GOODS MOVEMENT TASK FORCE REPORT
There was no report.

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Rose Casey, Caltrans, suggest that there be a presentation sometime in the future by Metro
staff, or the consultant Wilbur Smith regarding the Multi-County Goods Movement Action
Plan. The plan is scheduled to be completed early part of 2007. A staff report on this
approaching milestone would benefit the Committee as there will be recommendations
and/or major community meetings.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

ADJOURNMENT
The Honorable Harry Baldwin, adjourned the meeting at 10:50 a.m.
The next committee meeting will be held on Thursday, June 1, 2006, at The Marriott

Hotel in Marina del Rey.

Rich Macias, Manager
Transportation Planning Division

6 TCC Action Minutes — May 4, 2006
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DATE: May 10, 2006
TO: Transportation and Communications Committee
FROM: Don Rhodes (x840)

SUBJECT: State & Federal Legislative Matrix

SUMMARY:

The attached legislative bill matrix provides summaries of state and federal legislation relevant to SCAG
activities and items of interest.

These legislative bills are organized by subject matter in the following categories: Transit, Transportation,
and GovBondBills.

Bill summaries include all known on-record positions for other statewide organizations following these
issues such as the California League of Cities, California State Association of Counties, CALCOG, and
others. Also included for your information is each bill’s position in the legislative process, including
scheduled hearing dates where applicable.

Please feel free to contact me at (213)-236-1840 if you have any questions or wish to discuss any legislative
bill or issue. Members of my staff are also available for your assistance; please contact Jeff Dunn at (213)-
236-1880 if you have any further questions.

JSD/Doc#121856
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Private file: GovBondBills

AUTHOR: Nunez (D)

AB 127
TITLE: Education Facilities: Kindergarten-University Bond Act
FISCAL COMMITTEE: oY T
URGENCY CLAUSE: yes
INTRODUCED: 01/13/2005
LAST AMEND: 05/04/2006
DISPOSITION: To Governor
LOCATION: Enrolled
SUMMARY:
Enacts the Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2006. Authorizes a specified
amount in state general obligation bonds to provide aid to school districts, county superintendents of
schools, county boards of education, the California Community Colleges, the University of California, the
Hastings College of the Law, and the California State University to construct and modernize education
facilities.
STATUS:
05/08/2006 Enrolled.
A AB 140 AUTHOR: Nunez (D)

TITLE: Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bonds
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: yes
INTRODUCED: 01/13/2005
LAST AMEND: 05/04/2006
DISPOSITION: To Governor
LOCATION: Enrolled
SUMMARY:
Enacts the Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of 2006. Authorizes the issuance of a
specified amount of bonds for the purposes of financing disaster preparedness and flood prevention
projects.
STATUS:
05/08/2006 Enrolled.

‘A AB 142 AUTHOR: Nunez (D)
TITLE: Flood Control: Levee Repair and Flood Contro}
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: yes
INTRODUCED: 01/13/2005
LAST AMEND: 05/04/2006
DISPOSITION: To Governor
LOCATION: Enrolied
SUMMARY:
Appropriates a specified amount of funds to the Department of Water Resources for levee evaluation
and repair, and related work, and flood control system improvements. Requires that the levee repairs
for those critical levee erosion sites identified under a specified Governor's executive order be made
with funds appropriated.
STATUS:
05/08/2006 Enrolled.

CA AB 1039 AUTHOR: Nunez (D)
TITLE: Government: Environment: Bonds: Transportation
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
LAST AMEND: 05/04/2006
DISPOSITION: To Governor
LOCATION: Enrolled
SUMMARY:

Exempts specified levee, highway and bridge retrofit projects from the California Environmental Quality
Act. Provides for a master environmental impact report for a plan adopted by the Department of
Transportation for improvements to segments of Highway 99 funded by specified bond funds. Consents
the jurisdiction of federal courts to the surface transportation project delivery pilot program. Provides
for a consolidated permit or approval for urgent levee repairs funded by specified bond funds.

STATUS:

05/08/2006 Enrolied.
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\ AB 1467 AUTHOR: Nunez (D)
TITLE: Transportation Projects: Facilities: Partnerships
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
LAST AMEND: 05/04/2006
DISPOSITION: To Governor
LOCATION: Enrolled
SUMMARY:
Authorizes the Department of Transportation and regional transportation agencies to enter into
comprehensive development lease agreements with public and private entities, or consortia of those
entities, for certain transportation projects that may charge certain users of those projects tolls and
user fees, subject to various terms and requirements. Authorizes regional transportation agencies to
apply to develop and operate high-occupancy toll lanes. Limits the number of such projects.
STATUS:
05/08/2006 Enrolled.
‘A SB 837 AUTHOR: Dutton (R)

TITLE: Alternative Protest Pilot Project
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
ENACTED: 09/22/2005
DISPOSITION: Enacted
LOCATION: Chaptered
CHAPTER: 272
SUMMARY:
Amends the Alternative Protest Pilot Project in connection with state agency acquisition of goods and
services, including the acquisition of information technology goods and services. Deletes the repeal date
and minimum contract attainment provisions required of the pilot project. Renames the project as the
Alternative Protest Process. Requires the department to submit a report and recommendations
regarding the process.
STATUS:
09/22/2005 Signed by GOVERNOR.
09/22/2005 Chaptered by Secretary of State. Chapter No. 272

CA SB 1266 AUTHOR: Perata (D)
TITLE: Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: yes
INTRODUCED: 02/09/2006
LAST AMEND: 05/04/2006
DISPOSITION: To Governor
LOCATION: Enrolled
SUMMARY:
Enacts the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006.
Authorizes a specified amount of general obligation bonds for transportation corridor improvements,
trade infrastructure and port security projects, schoolbus retrofit, transportation improvements, transit
and rail improvements, state-local transportation projects, transit security, local bridge retrofit,
highway-railroad grade and crossing projects, highway rehabilitation, local street and road
improvements.
STATUS:
05/08/2006 Enrolied.

CA SB 1689 AUTHOR: Perata (D)
TITLE: Housing and Emergency Shelter Trust Fund Act
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: yes
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
LAST AMEND: 05/04/2006
DISPOSITION: To Governor
LOCATION: Enrolled
SUMMARY:

Enacts the Housing and Emergency Shelter Trust Fund Act of 2006. Authorizes the issuance of a
specified amount of general obligation funds of which the proceeds will be used to finance various

AR A
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existing housing program, capital outlay related to infill development, brownfield cleanup that promotes
infill development, and housing-related parks. Establishes the Transit-Oriented Development

Implementation Program to receive funding from the proceeds of the bond act.
STATUS:

-©95/08/2006 Enroiled.
CASCA7 AUTHOR: Torlakson (D)
TITLE: Transportation Investment Fund
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/15/2005
ADOPTED: 05/09/2006
DISPOSITION: Adopted
LOCATION: Chaptered
CHAPTER: 49
SUMMARY:

Proposes an amendment to the Constitution to authorize a suspension, in whole or in part, of a transfer
of motor vehicle fuel sales tax funds to the Transportation Investment Fund for a fiscal year under
certain circumstances. Prohibits a suspension from occurring more than twice during a period of 10
consecutive fiscal years. Prohibits a suspension in any fiscal year in which a required repayment from a
prior suspension has not been fully completed.

STATUS:
05/09/2006 Chaptered by Secretary of State.
05/09/2006 Resolution Chapter No. 49

Copyright (c) 2006 State Net. All rights reserved.
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AB 372

Private file: Transit

AUTHOR: Nation (D)

TITLE: _ Public Contracts: Transit Design-Build Contracts
FISCAL COMMITFEE:—— o~ ~—
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/11/2005
LAST AMEND: 01/11/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
SUMMARY:
Extends the duration of provisions of existing law that authorize transit operators to enter into a design-
build contract according to specified procedures. '
STATUS:
01/26/2006 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING.

\ AB 948 AUTHOR: Oropeza (D)
TITLE: Design-Build and Transit Operators
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/18/2005
LAST AMEND: 04/13/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending - Carryover
FILE: A-9
LOCATION: Senate Inactive File
SUMMARY:
Specifies that a transit operator is required to establish a labor compliance program only for a design-
build contract and only if the transit operator does not already have a labor compliance program.
Changes the prohibition regarding design-build rail projects to instead prohibit a transit operator from
utilizing the design-build method of procurement for a capital maintenance or capacity-enhancing rail
project, unless that project costs more than specified amount.
STATUS:
07/11/2005 In SENATE. To Inactive File.
Position: CALCOG-Sup
Subject: Transit, Transport

IS HR 52 SPONSOR: Capito (R)
TITLE: Rail and Mass Transportation
INTRODUCED: 01/04/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: House Judiciary Committee
SUMMARY:
Amends title 18, United States Code, to further protect rail and mass transportation, and for other
purposes, :
STATUS:
03/02/2005 In HOUSE Committee on JUDICIARY: Referred to Subcommittee on CRIME,
TERRORISM AND HOMELAND SECURITY.
JS HR 153 SPONSOR: Menendez (D)
TITLE: Rail and Public Transportation Security
INTRODUCED: 01/04/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Multiple Committees
SUMMARY:
Provides increased rail and public transportation security.
STATUS:
01/05/2006 In HOUSE Committee on TRANSPORTATION & INFRASTRUCTURE: Referred
to Subcmt on RAILROADS.

01/05/2006 In HOUSE Committee on TRANSPORTATION & INFRASTRUCTURE: Referred

to Subcmt on HIGHWAYS, TRANSIT and PIPELINES.

Copyright (c) 2006 State Net. All rights reserved.
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Private file: Transportation

AUTHOR: Daucher (R)

\ AB 267

TITLE: Transportation Projects
FISCAL COMMITTEE: —— " "ygg ~—— ~ =
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/08/2005
LAST AMEND: 08/15/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending - Carryover
LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Amends existing law which authorizes a regional or local entity that is the sponsor of, or is eligible to
receive funding for, a project contained in the state transportation improvement program to expend its
own funds for any component of a project within its jurisdiction that is included in an adopted state
transportation improvement program, and for which the commission has not made an allocation. Limits
these provisions to projects advanced for expenditure that are programmed in the current fiscal year.
STATUS:
08/25/2005 In SENATE Committee on APPROPRIATIONS: Not heard.
Position: League-Sup 04/15/2005
Subject: Revenue/Bond, Transport

A AB 372 AUTHOR: Nation (D)
TITLE: Public Contracts: Transit Design-Build Contracts
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/11/2005
LAST AMEND: 01/11/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
SUMMARY:
Extends the duration of provisions of existing law that authorize transit operators to enter into a design-
build contract according to specified procedures.
STATUS:
01/26/2006 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING.

CA AB 948 AUTHOR: Oropeza (D)
TITLE: Design-Build and Transit Operators
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/18/2005
LAST AMEND: 04/13/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending - Carryover
FILE: A-9
LOCATION: Senate Inactive File
SUMMARY:
Specifies that a transit operator is required to establish a labor compliance program only for a design-
build contract and only if the transit operator does not already have a labor compliance program.
Changes the prohibition regarding design-build rail projects to instead prohibit a transit operator from
utilizing the design-build method of procurement for a capital maintenance or capacity-enhancing rail
project, unless that project costs more than specified amount.
STATUS:
07/11/2005 In SENATE. To Inactive File.

CA AB 1020 AUTHOR: Hancock (D)
TITLE: Transportation Planning: Improved Travel Model
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
LAST AMEND: 01/23/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
SUMMARY:

Requires the Department of Transportation to provide notice to the Legislature on a schedule for a
comprehensive review and evaluation of current travel models and model improvements already
underway. Requires certain planning organizations and agencies using travel models to use models that
incorporate specified factors.
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STATUS:

02/02/2006 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING.
Subject: Transport
A AB 1157 AUTHOR: Frommer (D)
TITLE: Rail Safety and Traffic Mitigation Bond Act of 2006
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
LAST AMEND: 02/08/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
SUMMARY:
States the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation providing for a general obligation bond act to be
submitted to the voters for approval in order to provide funding for a program to eliminate the most
dangerous railroad-highway grade crossings in the state, as identified by the Public Utilities
Commission, with funds to be allocated by the Transportation Commission.
STATUS:
02/08/2006 From SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING with author's
amendments.
02/08/2006 In SENATE. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee on
TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING.
Subject: Transport
CA AB 1699 AUTHOR: Frommer (D)
TITLE: Transportation: Highway Construction
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
LAST AMEND: 05/27/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending - Carryover
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
SUMMARY:
Authorizes transportation agencies administering local voter-approved transportation sales tax
measures to use a specified design-build process for bidding of a maximum of 8 state highway
construction projects with a certain total cost, with the projects to be selected by the Transportation
Commission. Requires bidders to provide certain information. Requires design-build bidders to provide
certain information in a questionnaire submitted to the transportation agency.
STATUS:
06/15/2005 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING.
Subject: Transport
CA AB 1785 AUTHOR: Bermudez (D)
TITLE: Grade Separation Projects
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 01/04/2006
LAST AMEND: 03/13/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Increases the amount required to be budgeted for allocation to specified grade separation projects by
the Department of Transportation.
STATUS:
04/05/2006 In ASSEMBLY Committee on APPROPRIATIONS: To Suspense File.
Position: CALCOG-Opp
CA AB 1831 AUTHOR: Jones (D)
TITLE: Critical Infrastructure Facilities Bond Acts
INTRODUCED: 01/10/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: ASSEMBLY
SUMMARY:

Enacts the Critical Infrastructure Facilities Bond Act of 2006. Authorizes bonds for the construction or
renovation of state trial court facilities, state park system capital assets, mental health hospitals, and
certain other state facilities.
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STATUS:

01/10/2006 INTRODUCED.
\ AB 1838 AUTHOR: Oropeza (D)
: TITLE: Transportation Bond Acts of 2006, 2008, and 2012
INTRODUCED: 01/10/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: ASSEMBLY
SUMMARY:
Authorizes general obligation bonds for various transportation purposes. Pledges a percentage of
existing fuel excise taxes and truck weight fees to offset the general fund cost for bond debt service.
Authorizes transportation entities to use a design-build process for contracting on transportation
projects. ‘
STATUS:
01/10/2006 INTRODUCED.
A AB 1853 AUTHOR: Matthews (D)

TITLE: Railroad-Highway Crossings: Grade Separation Projects
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 01/13/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Transportation Committee
SUMMARY:
Requires the Public Utilities Commission, in establishing a project priority list, to specifically assess a
grade separation or aiteration project for railroad crossing blocking delays that disproportionately affect
emergency services.
STATUS:
01/26/2006 To ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION.

ZA AB 1879 AUTHOR: Lieber (D)
TITLE: Vehicles: HOV Lanes
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: yes
INTRODUCED: 01/19/2006
LAST AMEND: 04/27/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
FILE: 57
LOCATION: Assembly Third Reading File
SUMMARY:
Requires a local authority if it authorizes or permits exclusive or preferential use of highway lanes or
highway access ramps for high-occupancy vehicles, to also extend the use of those lanes or ramps to
vehicles that have been issued distinctive decals, labels or other identifiers because the vehicles meet
conditions specified. Requires those local authorities to suspend same during periods of peak congestion
to the described vehicles if a periodic review of land performance discloses certain factors.
STATUS:
05/01/2006 In ASSEMBLY. Read second time. To third reading.

CA AB 1974 AUTHOR: - — = Walters{R)
TITLE: High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/09/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Transportation Committee
SUMMARY:
Authorizes any county board of supervisors to authorize the use of high occupancy vehicle lanes on the
state highway system within the county by any highway vehicle, providing that this use is consistent
with federal law.
STATUS:
04/24/2006 In ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Not heard.

CA AB 2025 AUTHOR: Niello (R)
TITLE: Design-Build Contracts
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
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INTRODUCED: 02/14/2006

DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Transportation Committee
SUMMARY:

Authorizes the Department of Transportation to contract using the design-build process for the design
and construction of transportation projects. Requires the director of the department to establish a
prequalification and selection process.

STATUS:
04/17/2006 In ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Heard, remains in
Committee.
Position: CALCOG-Sup
. AB 2286 AUTHOR: Torrico (D)
TITLE: Infrastructure Financing Districts in Housing Zones
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2006
LAST AMEND: 05/04/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
COMMITTEE: Assembly Local Government Committee
HEARING: 05/10/2006 1:30 pm
SUMMARY:
Authorizes the legislative body of a city or county to designate one or more proposed infrastructure
financing districts in housing opportunity zones to be financed by tax increment financing from taxes
received by the legislative body and school entities. Permits a district to only finance the purchase of
facilities for which construction has been completed. Provides these facilities need not be physically
located within the boundary of the district.
STATUS:
05/04/2006 From ASSEMBLY Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT with author's
amendments.
05/04/2006 In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee
on LOCAL GOVERNMENT.
A AB 2295 AUTHOR: Arambula (D)
TITLE: Transportation Capital Improvement Projects
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
SUMMARY:
States that local road rehabilitation projects are eligibie for funds aliocated for transportation capital
improvement funds.
STATUS: _
05/04/2006 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING.
Position: CALCOG-Sup, CSAC-Sup
A AB 2361 AUTHOR: Huff (R)
TITLE: Transportation: Federal Funds: Border Infrastructure
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/23/2006
LAST AMEND: 03/28/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Exempts federal funds derived from apportionments made to the state under the coordinated border
infrastructure program from being subject to the funding distribution and fair share formulas. Requires
these funds to be programmed by the Transportation Commission through a competitive grant program
separate from the state transportation improvement program in a manner consistent with federal law.
STATUS:
04/17/2006 From ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Do pass to Committee
on APPROPRIATIONS.
CA AB 2538 AUTHOR: Wolk (D)
TITLE: Transportation Funds
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
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INTRODUCED: 02/23/2006

LAST AMEND: 04/26/2006

DISPOSITION: Pending

LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:

Authorizes each transportation planning agency or county transportation commission to request and

receive up to 5% of federal metropolitan planning funds for the purposes of project planning,

programming, and monitoring. Establishes a minimum amount to be allocated for this purpose.

Changes references to regional improvement funds to instead refer to county share.

STATUS:

04/26/2006 In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee
on APPROPRIATIONS.

A AB 2580 AUTHOR: Walters (R)
TITLE: Sanitation District Design-Build Contracts
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
LAST AMEND: 05/01/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Authorizes sanitation districts to enter into design-build contracts that are in excess of a specified
amount and according to specified procedures. Reqguires sanitation districts who choose to enter into
design-build contracts to award projects using the best value method. Requires the completion of a
standard guestionnaire by design-build entities, to be verified under oath.
STATUS:
05/01/2006 In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee
on APPROPRIATIONS.
A AB 2600 AUTHOR: Lieu (D)
TITLE: Vehicles: HOV Lanes
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
COMMITTEE: Assembly Appropriations Committee
HEARING: 05/10/2006 9:00 am
SUMMARY:
Extends the provisions of existing law that requires the Department of Motor Vehicles to make available
for issuance, distinctive decals, labels, and other identifiers for a vehicle that meets the super ultra-low
emission vehicle standards for exhaust emission and the federal inherently low-emission vehicle (ILEV)
evaporate emission standards, and vehicles produced during the 2004 model year or earlier that meets
the ultra-low emission vehicle standards for exhaustive emissions and the ILEV standards.
STATUS:
04/24/2006 From ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Do pass to Committee
on APPROPRIATIONS.
Position: CALCOG-Opp
CA AB 2604 AUTHOR: Emmerson (R)
TITLE: Highway Construction Contracts: Design-Build Method
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Transportation Committee
SUMMARY:
Authorizes the San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) to use a design-build procurement
method for the construction of improvements to the interchange of Tippecanoe Avenue and Interstate
10 in the City of San Bernardino located in San Bernardino County. .
STATUS:
04/24/2006 In ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Failed passage.
CA AB 2896 AUTHOR: Karnette (D)
TITLE: Commercial Transportation Development Council
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:

Creates the Commercial Transportation Development Council to review and collect data and to provide
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advice concerning the needs of commercial transportation in the state.

STATUS:
04/19/2006 In ASSEMBLY Committee on APPROPRIATIONS: To Suspense File.
\ AB 3047 AUTHOR: Canciamilla (D)
TITLE: Tolt Road Agreements
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
LAST AMEND: 04/26/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY: .
Authorize the Department of Transportation to enter into no more than 10 comprehensive toll road
development franchise agreements with public and private entities for specified types of transportation
projects. Authorizes tolls to be collected after the termination of a franchise agreement period. Requires
a franchise agreement to allow the department to complete projects included in a regional
transportation plan at the time of the franchise agreement is entered into.
STATUS:
04/26/2006 In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee
on APPROPRIATIONS.
Position: CALCOG-Sup
A ACA 4 AUTHOR: Plescia (R)
TITLE: Transportation Investment Fund
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 12/06/2004
LAST AMEND: 05/09/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Proposes an amendment to the Constitution that relates to existing law which requires that sales taxes
on motor vehicle fuel that are deposited into the General Fund be transferred to the Transportation
Investment Fund. Deletes the provision authorizing the Governor and the Legislature to suspend the
transfer of revenues from the General Fund to the Transportation Investment Fund for a fiscal year
during a fiscal emergency.
STATUS:
01/09/2006 From ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Be adopted to
Committee on APPROPRIATIONS.
Position: CALCOG-Sup
Subject: Revenue/Bond, Transport
CAACA 7 AUTHOR: Nation (D)
TITLE: Local Governmental Taxation
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 12/06/2004
‘DISPOSITION: Pending - Carryover
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Proposes a Constitutional Amendment to change the 2/3 voter-approval requirement for special taxes
to instead authorize a city, county, or special district to impose a special tax with the approval of 55%
of its voters voting on the tax. Makes technical nonsubstantive changes to these provisions.
STATUS:
05/25/2005 In ASSEMBLY Committee on APPROPRIATIONS: Heard, remains in
Committee.
Position: CSAC-Sup, CSAC-Sup, League-Sup 03/08/2005
Subject: Revenue/Bond, Transport
CA SB 371 AUTHOR: Torlakson (D)
TITLE: Public Contracts: Design-Build: Transportation
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/17/2005
LAST AMEND: 01/23/2006
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DISPOSITION: Pending

LOCATION: ASSEMBLY

SUMMARY: -
Declares the intent of the Legislature to enact fegisfation that would develop an alternative and optional
procedure for bidding on highway, bridge, tunnel, or public transit construction projects in the '
jurisdiction of any county, local transportation authority or local or regional transportation entity.
Authorizes the Department of Transportation to develop an alternative bidding procedure for highway,
bridge, or tunnel projects on the state highway system.

STATUS:
01/30/2006 In SENATE. Read third time. Passed SENATE. *****To ASSEMBLY.
Position: SCAG-Sup 04/15/2005
Subject: Transport
A SB 760 AUTHOR: Lowenthal (D)
TITLE: Ports: Congestion Relief: Security Enhancement
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
LAST AMEND: 05/27/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending - Carryover
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Imposes on each shipping container processed in the Port of Los Angeles or the Port of Long Beach a
fee of $30 per twenty-foot equivalent unit, payable by the marine terminal operator processing the
container to the port where the marine terminal is located. Requires each port to retain 1/3 of the funds
derived from imposition of the fee and transmit the remaining 2/3 in the amount of 1/2 due to the Port
Congestion Relief Trust Fund and 1/2 to the South Coast Air Quality Management District.
STATUS:
06/27/2005 From ASSEMBLY Committee on NATURAL RESOURCES: Do pass to
Committee on APPROPRIATIONS.

Position: SCAG-Watch 05/05/2005
Subject: Transport

CA SB 1020 AUTHOR: Migden (D)
TITLE: County Sales and Use Taxes: Rate Increase
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
DISPOSITION: Failed
LOCATION: SENATE
SUMMARY:
Authorizes a county or city and county to impose an additional 1/4 of 1% sales and use tax rate under
the Bradley-Burns Law. Requires a county or city and county that imposes this additional rate to deposit
all revenues derived therefrom, less specified administrative costs, into a local transportation fund.
Requires a county or city and county that imposes this additional tax to comply with the applicable
voter-approval requirements of a specified provision of the California Constitution.
STATUS:
01/31/2006 In SENATE. Returned to Secretary of Senate pursuant to Joint Rule 56.
Position: CALCOG-Sup
Subject: Revenue/Bond, Transport

CA SB 1024 AUTHOR: Perata (D)
TITLE: Public Works and Improvements: Bond Measure
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2005
LAST AMEND: 01/26/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: ASSEMBLY
SUMMARY:

Enacts the Safe Facilities, Improved Mobility, and Clean Air Bond Act of 2005 to authorize general
obligation bonds for the state transportation improvement program, levee improvements, passenger
rail improvements, restoration of Proposition 42 funds, port infrastructure and security, trade corridors,
transit security, grade separation, local bridge seismic projects, state-local transportation projects,
emissions reduction, environmental enhancement, transit-oriented development, and housing for infill.
STATUS:

01/30/2006 In SENATE. Read third time. Passed SENATE. *****Tg ASSEMBLY.,

Position: CALCOG-Sup, SCAG-Watch 05/05/2005
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Subject: Revenue/Bond, Transport

A SB 1161

AUTHOR: Alarcon (D)
TITLE: State Highways: Design-Sequencing Contracts
INTRODUCED: 01/10/2006
LAST AMEND: 05/02/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Relates to existing law authorizing the Department of Transportation, to conduct a piiot project to
award design-sequencing contracts for the design and construction of not more than 12 transportation
projects. Authorizes the department to award contracts for projects using the design-sequencing
contract method, certain requirements are met. Requires the department to continue the use of a peer
review committee to assist in preparing an annual report on the outcome of the design-sequencing
contracts.
STATUS:
05/02/2006 In SENATE. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee on
APPROPRIATIONS.
CA SB 1237 AUTHOR: Maldonado (R)
TITLE: Vehicles: Combination Length
FISCAL COMMITTEE: no
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/06/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
FILE: 72
LOCATION: Senate Second Reading File
SUMMARY:
Exempts a combination of vehicles from specified length limitation. Authorizes the combination to have
a total length of not more than 75 feet, if the combination consisted of a motor truck and 2 trailers; a
trailer in the combination does not exceed 28 feet 6 inches in length; the combination was used
exclusively to transport agricultural products and not operated on a highway. Deletes the January 1,
2007, inoperative date.
STATUS:
05/02/2006 From SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING: Do pass as
amended.
CA SB 1282 AUTHOR: Ducheny (D)
TITLE: Transportation: Federal Funds: Border Infrastructure
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: yes
INTRODUCED: 02/14/2006
LAST AMEND: 05/02/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: ASSEMBLY
SUMMARY:
Requires federal funds apportioned to the state under the coordinated border infrastructure program of
the Safe, Accountable Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) to
--be-programmed, allocated and expended in the same manner as other federal transportation capital
funds in the state transportation improvement program. Authorizes use of funds for projects in Mexico.
STATUS:
05/04/2006 In SENATE. Read third time, urgency clause adopted. Passed SENATE.
**x*x*xTo ASSEMBLY.
CA SB 1384 AUTHOR: Kuehl (D)
TITLE: Los Angeles-Exposition Metro Line Light Rail Project
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/21/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Second Reading File
SUMMARY:

Requires the Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority, upon allocation of federal, state, and local
funds by the LACMTA, to conduct environmental studies in addition to the financial studies and the
planning and engineering necessary for the completion of the Los Angeles-Exposition Metro Line iight
rail project. Revises the provisions requiring the LACMTA to enter into an agreement with the
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construction authority to hold in trust certain property and assets.

STATUS:
05/08/2006 From SENATE Committee on APPROPRIATIONS: To second reading without
further hearing pursuant to Senate Rule 28.8 and amend.
Y SB‘ 1431 AUTHOR: Cox (R)
TITLE: Public Contracts: Design-Build Contracting: Cities
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2006
LAST AMEND: 04/18/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY:
Permits any city with the approval of the city council, county boards of supervisors, and special districts
to enter into specified design-build contracts in accordance with specified provisions. Requires that
contracts costing more than a specified amount by those cities, counties, or districts to be awarded to
the lowest responsible bidder. Requires the Legislative Analyst's Office to report on the effectiveness of
the design-build program.
STATUS:
05/08/2006 In SENATE Committee on APPROPRIATIONS: To Suspense File.
A SB 1436 AUTHOR: Figueroa (D)
TITLE: Small Business: State Agency Information
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/22/2006
LAST AMEND: 05/02/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
FILE: 58
LOCATION: Senate Second Reading File
SUMMARY:
Requires the Department of Technology Services to create a link to state agency Web sites at the State
of California Internet portal specifically for the use of small businesses in accessing information
regarding startup requirements and regulatory compliance to the particular business. Requires each
agency that significantly regulates small business or significantly impacts small business, to designate
at least one individual who shall serve as a small business liaison for the agency.
STATUS:
05/08/2006 From SENATE Committee on APPROPRIATIONS: Do pass.
CA SB 1493 AUTHOR: McClintock (R)
TITLE: Safe, Reliable High-Speed Passenger Train Bond: Repeal
INTRODUCED: 02/23/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
SUMMARY:
Repeals provisions of existing law that provides for submission o the Safe, Reliable High-Speed
Passenger Train Bond Act for the 21st Century to the voters for approval at the November 7, 2006,
general election.
STATUS:
03/09/2006 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING.
CA SB 1494 AUTHOR: McClintock (R)
TITLE: Top Priority Transportation Projects
INTRODUCED: 02/23/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
SUMMARY:

Authorizes the transportation to designate transportation projects of statewide significance as top

priority projects. exempts these projects from the Environment Quality Act. Authorizes the Department

of Transportation or other implementing agency to use design-build and design-sequencing procedures

for the project.

STATUS:

03/09/2006 To SENATE Committees on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING and
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY.
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SB 1587

AUTHOR: Lowenthal (D)

TITLE: Transportation Planning: Highway Safety: Funds
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
LAST AMEND: . 04/17/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: ASSEMBLY
SUMMARY:
Requires a transportation planning agency to submit an updated regional transportation plan every 4
years, except that a transportation planning agency located in a federally designated air quality
attainment area or that does not contain an urbanized area could, at its option, submit an updated plan
every 5 years.
STATUS:
05/04/2006 In SENATE. Read third time. Passed SENATE. *****Tg ASSEMBLY.

\ SB 1687 AUTHOR: Murray (D)
TITLE: L.A. County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
FILE: 31
LOCATION: Senate Second Reading File
SUMMARY:
Authorizes the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority to impose the tax subject to
voter approval and other requirements. Extends the completion date for two of the projects, the Metro
Center Connector and the Metro Red Line Extension to Fairfax Avenue.
STATUS:
05/08/2006 From SENATE Committee on APPROPRIATIONS: To second reading without

: further hearing pursuant to Senate Rule 28.8.

A SB 1703 AUTHOR: Lowenthal (D)
TITLE: State Transportation Commission
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: ASSEMBLY
SUMMARY:
Relates to the State Transportation Commission. Provides for 7 members appointed by the Governor, 1
member appointed by the Senate Committee on Rules, and 1 member appointed by the Speaker of the
Assembly, plus the 2 ex officio nonvoting legislative members.
STATUS:
05/04/2006 In SENATE. Read third time. Passed SENATE. *****To ASSEMBLY.

A SB 1812 AUTHOR: Runner G (R)
TITLE: Department of Transportation: Surface Transportation
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/24/2006
LAST AMEND: 05/02/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee
SUMMARY: .
Provides that the state consents to the jurisdiction of the state and federal courts with regard to the
compliance, discharge, or enforcement of the responsibilities assumed pursuant to the surface
transportation project delivery pilot program. Requires the the Department of Transportation to submit
a specified report relating to the program.
STATUS:
05/02/2006 In SENATE. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee on
APPROPRIATIONS.
Position: SCAG-Sup
CASCA 7 AUTHOR: Torlakson (D)

TITLE: Transportation Investment Fund
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 02/15/2005
ADOPTED: 05/09/2006
DISPOSITION: Adopted
LOCATION: Chaptered
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CHAPTER: 49
SUMMARY:

Proposes an amendment to the Constitution to authorize a suspension, in whole or in part, of a transfer
of motor vehicle fuel sales tax funds to the Transportation Investment Fund for a fiscal year under
certain circumstances. Prohibits a suspension from occurring more than twice during a period of 10
consecutive fiscal years. Prohibits a suspension in any fiscal year in which a required repayment from a
prior suspension has not been fully completed.

STATUS:
05/09/2006 Chaptered by Secretary of State.
05/09/2006 Resolution Chapter No. 49
Subject: Revenue/Bond, Transport
AACA4a AUTHOR: Keene (R)
TITLE: State Finances
FISCAL COMMITTEE: yes
URGENCY CLAUSE: no
INTRODUCED: 01/20/2005
LAST AMEND: 04/11/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Assembly Budget Process Committee
SUMMARY:
Proposes a Constitutional amendment that requires, rather than authorizes, the Governor to issue a
proclamation declaring a fiscal emergency, and specifies that the proclamation would be issued when
the Governor determines either that General Fund revenues will decline below the estimate of General
Fund revenues upon which the Budget Bill for that fiscal year was based, or that General Fund
expenditures will increase above that estimate of General Fund revenues, or both, by a specified
amount.
STATUS:
04/11/2005 From ASSEMBLY Committee on BUDGET PROCESS with author's
amendments.
04/11/2005 In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to ASSEMBLY
Committee on BUDGET PROCESS.
Commentary:
Prop 42 provisions only
Position: SCAG-Sup&Amend 05/05/2005
Subject: Revenue/Bond, Transport
US HR 3 SPONSOR: Young D (R)
TITLE: Highway Program Funds
INTRODUCED: 02/09/2005
ENACTED: 08/10/2005
DISPOSITION: Enacted
LOCATION: Chaptered
CHAPTER #: 109-59
SUMMARY:
Creates the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act; authorizes funds for
Federal-aid highways, highway safety programs, and transit programs.
STATUS:
09/01/2005 Public Law No. 109-59
US HR 113 SPONSOR: Kennedy M (R)
TITLE: Gasohol Reduced Tax Rate
INTRODUCED: 01/04/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: House Transportation & Infrastructure Committee
SUMMARY:
Requires the Secretary of Transportation, in computing the estimated tax payments attributed to
highway users for purposes of title 23, United States Code, to take into account the replacement of the
reduced rates of tax on gasohol with an excise tax credit.
STATUS:
01/05/2005 In HOUSE Committee on TRANSPORTATION & INFRASTRUCTURE: Referred
to Subcmt on HIGHWAYS, TRANSIT and PIPELINES.
US HR 996 SPONSOR: Thomas (R)
TITLE: Highway Related Taxes
INTRODUCED: 03/01/2005
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DISPOSITION: Pending

LOCATION: HOUSE
SUMMARY:
Provides for the extension of highway related taxes and trust funds.
STATUS:
03/08/2005 From HOUSE Committee on WAYS AND MEANS: Reported as amended.

HR 2649 SPONSOR: Markey (D)
TITLE: Aviation Security
INTRODUCED: 05/26/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Multiple Committees
SUMMARY:
Strengthens aviation security.
STATUS:
06/06/2005 In HOUSE Committee on HOMELAND SECURITY: Referred to Sub cmt. on
ECONOMIC SECURITY, INFRASTRUCTURE PROTECTION, CYBERSECURITY.
5 HR 4071 SPONSOR: Flake (R)
: TITLE: Transportation Spending Accountability and Flexibility
INTRODUCED: 10/18/2005
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: House Transportation & Infrastructure Committee
SUMMARY:
Creates the Accountability and Flexibility Associated with Spending on Transportation Act of 2005;
relates to fund control to states for specified transportation related project; provides for the rescinding
of federal transportation funds from states beginning September 30, 2006;.
STATUS:
10/19/2005 In HOUSE Committee on TRANSPORTATION & INFRASTRUCTURE: Referred
to Subcmt on HIGHWAYS, TRANSIT and PIPELINES.

'S S 2349 SPONSOR: Lott (R)
TITLE: Legislative Process
INTRODUCED: 03/01/2006
LAST AMEND: 03/28/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: HOUSE
SUMMARY:
Provides greater transparency in the legislative process.
STATUS:
03/29/2006 In SENATE. Passed SENATE. *****Tg HOUSE.

JS S 2383 SPONSOR: Baucus (D)
TITLE: Equity Act
INTRODUCED: 03/07/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Environment and Public Works Committee
SUMMARY:
Amends the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users to make
a technical correction.
STATUS:
03/07/2006 INTRODUCED.
03/07/2006 In SENATE. Read second time.
03/07/2006 To SENATE Committee on ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS.

US S 2388 SPONSOR: Voinovich (R)
TITLE: National Commission
INTRODUCED: 03/08/2006
DISPOSITION: Pending
LOCATION: Senate Environment and Public Works Committee
SUMMARY:
Establishes a National Commission on the Infrastructure of the United States.
STATUS:
03/08/2006 INTRODUCED.
03/08/2006 In SENATE. Read second time.

03/08/2006 To SENATE Committee on ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS.
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REPORT

DATE: May 15, 2006
TO: Transportation and Communications Committee (TCC)
FROM: Rich Macias, Manager, Transportation Plans and Programs, 213-236-1805

Naresh Amatya, Lead Regional Planner, 213-236-1885

SUBJECT: 2004 RTP Update Strategy/SAFETEA-LU Compliance

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROV & /M/ /

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve staff recommendation to adopt the next RTP by November/December 2007 and initiate a Gap
Analysis to bring the 2004 RTP into SAFETEA-LU compliance.

SUMMARY:

Prior to SAFETEA-LU, SCAG was required to update the RTP every three years. Accordingly, staff
presented an update schedule to you in March of 2005 which called for adoption of the next RTP by April of
2007. Now that the SAFETEA-LU is in place, RTP may be update on a 4-year cycle rather than a 3-year
cycle. The law allows the transportation conformity on the current RTP as well as RTIP to continue through
the fourth year. However, a key issue for the SCAG region is that the federal agencies may not allow any
amendment to the conforming RTIP or RTP during the 4th or the transition year of the current RTP, even
though the SAFETEA-LU fully encourages all MPOs to take advantage of the 4-year RTP update cycle
immediately. The federal funding on committed projects in the existing and conforming plans and programs
will not be affected during this additional year. However, an amendment restriction during this transition
year could threaten the region’s ability to change funding obligations and deliver projects in a timely
manner. In the worst cases, where funds come with specific timely use provisions, our inability to amend
the TIP could result in loss of funds altogether. In order to minimize the impact of this potential restriction
during the fourth year, staff is proposing an action plan outlined in this report that calls for the adoption of
the next RTP by as early as November/December of 2007 and concurrently preparing and adopting a ‘Gap
Analysis’ or an addendum to the 2004 RTP so as to bring the current RTP into compliance with the
planning provisions of the SAFETEA-LU prior to the July 1, 2007 deadline for full implementation of
SAFETEA-LU.

BACKGROUND:

This report presents the proposed SCAG approach to the 2007/8 RTP update so as to allow the region
maximum flexibility in developing the next RTP while maintaining transportation conformity on the current
plan and the necessary flexibility to implement it to the extent possible.

There are four options that could help the region minimize the adverse impact of the potential amendment
restrictions.

1. Adopt the plan as close to the July 1, 2007 SAFETEA-LU deadline as possible to minimize our
exposure to the amendment restrictions. Move forward with the full plan update on that basis.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 1
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REPORT

2. Continue to pursue our request to incorporate amendment ‘threshold’ language into the planning
rules that will allow certain types of amendments to move forward. A draft of the planning rules
is expected to be released shortly. We will certainly take every opportunity to comment on the
draft rules.

3. Continue pursing a legislative solution to the problem.

4. Develop and adopt an addendum/amendment based on a gap analysis that would address the
SAFETEA-LU gap in the current RTP.

The earliest possible adoption of the new RTP is dependent on the SIP submittal timeline. Based on the
current SIP timeline, which calls for submittal of 8-Hour Ozone budgets to US EPA in June 2007, the
earliest SCAG can expect to submit a plan for adoption would be around November/December 2007. This
would expose the region to the amendment restrictions for about six months rather than a full year.

SCAG has already prepared and presented to the Plans and Programs Technical Advisory Committee (P&P
TAC) an analysis to identify the planning categories that must be addressed so that the new RTP is in full
compliance with SAFETEA-LU when adopted in 2007 or 2008. The summary matrix with these findings
is attached for your reference as Attachment 1.

In the short term, staff proposes preparing an addendum to the 2004 RTP that would address the gap in the
current plan as it relates to SAFETEA-LU. This must be accomplished by the July 1, 2007 deadline for full
implementation of SAFETEA-LU. The addendum, if approved by the federal agencies, would allow SCAG
to continue with the amendment of RTP/RTIP during the fourth year of the current plan. The Ohio
Department of Transportation is pursuing a similar approach for all MPOs in Ohio and their FHWA/FTA
representatives have given them a positive feed back to move forward with the approach.

Overall, staff is proposing to pursue the following steps:

1. Move forward with the target to adopt a fully updated and SAFETEA-LU compliant RTP by
November/December of 2007.

2. Continue to follow up on the amendment ‘threshold’ criteria with the federal agencies and
participate in the SAFETEA-LU planning rule making process.

3. Continue to seek and pursue legislative relief to the planning restrictions that may be imposed in the
4th year of the current RTP.

4. Simultaneously, initiate preparation of an addendum based on the ‘Gap Analysis’ to bring the
current plan into compliance with the planning provisions of SAFETEA-LU to the extent possible.
Also, be prepared to modify approach to the proposed addendum based on any new federal guidance
on planning that may be issued before it is adopted.

5. Initiate discussions with FHWA to indicate our intent to pursue this approach, including the findings
of the gap analysis and the general framework to address them.

6. Undertake the efforts required to prepare the addendum or the ‘Gap Analysis’.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 2
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REPORT

7. Take the proposed addendum for adoption by the Regional Council no later than March 2007.

At this point, we believe preparation of an addendum or ‘Gap Analysis’ to the current RTP would entail the
following.

= Inclusion of security as a standalone planning factor — The proposed approach would include:

o Meeting with Caltrans to collect information related to security actions and plans for the
State Highway System

o Review LRPs and SRTPs and extract information related to security

o Meeting with CTCs and transit operators to discuss and collect information related to
security over and beyond what we extract from the LRPs and the SRTPs

o Meeting with representatives of the sea ports, airports, transit agencies and state/local
emergency service coordinators to discuss and collect information related to security and
disaster response

o Summarize findings from above in a separate section for inclusion in the addendum

» Addition of inter-modal connectors — The proposed approach would include:
o Identify all inter-modal facilities in the current plan
o Prepare a brief section identifying inter-modal connectors as a new program category
describing existing inter-modal facilities included in the current RTP

» Inclusion of accessible pedestrian walkways and bicycle facilities — The proposed approach would
include:
o Review existing LRPs and compile information regarding pedestrian walkways and bicycle
facilities
o Augment the Non-motorized transportation section of the current RTP with new information
gathered
o A listing of Non-motorized transportation projects funded in the current RTIP

= Identification of operational and management strategies — The 2004 RTP already included a separate
section on these strategies. SAFETEA-LU requires separation of Operation and Management
strategies. The proposed approach to expand the section include:
o Establish a clear distinction between Operation and Management
o Review the O&M section of the current RTP and assess whether Operation and Management
strategies can be readily separated
o Review the most recent SHOPP Plan and extract relevant changes from 2004
o Review and summarize the focus on operations and management in the Governor’s Strategic
Growth (SGP) initiative
o Review existing SRTPs to identify any new operational and management strategies for transit
o Prepare separate sections for Operation and Management strategies based on above findings
and consistent with the current RTP

* Discussion of environmental mitigation activities — The proposed approach would include:
o Summarize environmental mitigation activities identified in the 2004 RTP PEIR for inclusion
in the proposed addendum/amendment

» Consideration of DOT Highway Safety Plan — SAFETEA-LU requires that Caltrans develop a
comprehensive Highway Safety Plan before the funds under the Highway Safety Program can be

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 3
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disbursed. Caltrans is currently undertaking this effort and SCAG has been a participant in the
process. A final Highway Safety Plan is expected to be in place by this summer. As such, the
proposed approach would include:
o Describe Transportation Safety approach for the SCAG region based upon and consistent
with the Statewide Highway Safety Plan

= Public_Participation Program — An extensive public participation plan was implemented and
documented in conjunction with the 2004 RTP. The proposed approach would include:
o Reviewing the public participation program implemented in conjunction with the 2004 RTP
o Developing and adopting a Public Participation Program for the full RTP Update with
appropriate provisions for ensuring public participation in the preparation of the ‘Gap
Analysis’
o Documentation of the outreach efforts in conjunction with the ‘Gap Analysis’

The proposed addendum is expected to have no impact on the fiscal constraint requirements, conformity, or
environmental elements of the current plan. The basic approach of this document would be to identify and
describe areas where staff believe the current RTP either meets or exceeds the SAFETEA-LU requirements
and areas where current RTP will be supplemented to meet the requirements.

The parallel effort to preparing the proposed addendum to the current RTP may appear to conflict, to some
extent, with the full RTP update effort and schedule. However, staff proposes to strategically leverage
much of the work products for the full update to achieve maximum efficiency. As such, by being strategic,
staff believes the cost of preparing the addendum can be absorbed into the cost of preparing the 2007/8
RTP. The following are some of the key milestones for preparation of the proposed addendum.

¢ Initial assessment of the 2004 RTP for SAFETEA-LU Compliance (Completed and included as
Attachment 1 to this memo)

¢ Initiate preparation of the addendum by preparing background material, analysis of the sections
where we meet or exceed SAFETEA-LU requirements (May — Aug. 06)

¢ Prepare and coordinate sections that describe gaps or deficiencies in the current RTP (Aug. —
Nov.)

¢ Release a Draft for 30-day public review and comments (Dec. 2006)

¢ Present a Final Addendum to RC for adoption (Feb/Mar 2007)

To summarize, staff believes it is prudent to concurrently pursue all the options that would minimize the
impact of plan and TIP amendment restrictions. These restrictions could be imposed during the transition
year or the fourth year of our current plan because federal agencies may not approve any amendments to
RTP/RTIP that are perceived to be non compliant with SAFTETEA-LU after July 1, 2007. Staff believes
the products of the addendum can be strategically leveraged in developing the 2007/8 RTP, effectively
absorbing the cost into the larger effort.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No additional fiscal impact. Funding necessary for this work effort is already accounted for in the current

and the next fiscal year budgets. W
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REPORT

DATE: June 1, 2006
TO: Transportation and Communications Committee (TCC)
FROM: Naresh Amatya, Lead Regional Planner, 213-236-1885, amatya@scag.ca.gov

Philip Law, Acting Senior Planner, 213-236-1841, law@scag.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Draft Amendment to the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL: 7/ ; /
7L

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the release of the Draft 2004 RTP Amendment, including the addendum to the Program EIR, for a
30-day public review and comment period.

SUMMARY:

Omnitrans has requested that SCAG amend the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to add a bus rapid
transit project, called sbX for San Bernardino Express, to provide improved service along the E Street transit
corridor in San Bernardino County. SCAG staff has determined that the RTP, if amended, would continue
to meet the conformity requirements, including emissions analysis and financial constraint. The Draft 2004
RTP Amendment document is attached for your review.

BACKGROUND:

Omnitrans has completed its Bus Rapid Transit Major Investment Study, which resulted in a locally
preferred alternative that the Omnitrans Board approved on December 7, 2005. The project is ready to
advance to the project development phase, but will not receive approval to do so from the Federal Transit

Administration until the project is included in the RTP. The sbX project is not currently included in the
2004 RTP.

Amending the 2004 RTP to include the sbX project requires modeling the proposed project, conducting a
conformity determination (including emissions analysis, financial constraint, and interagency consultation),
preparing an addendum to the RTP Program EIR, circulating the amendment for public review and
comment, and responding to comments before final adoption by the Regional Council. SCAG staff has
determined that amending the 2004 RTP to include the sbX project will not adversely impact the RTP’s
conformity, including the emissions analysis and financial constraint.

Staff anticipates returning to the Executive Committee in August 2006 for final approval of the amendment.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Funds for RTP development are included in the FY 05/06 and FY 06/07 Overall Work Program. M/
Y
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

INTRODUCTION

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is the designated Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) for six counties in Southern California, including Imperial, Los
Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura. As the MPO, SCAG is required to
develop and update the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The RTP is a long-range plan that
identifies multi-modal regional transportation needs and investments over the next 25 years.

SCAG adopted the current operating 2004 RTP on April 1, 2004 (resolution #04-451-2), and
amended it once on February 2, 2006 (resolution #06-471-3). The RTP was developed in a
comprehensive, cooperative, and continuing process that involved a broad spectrum of
transportation and related stakeholders, as required under the Transportation Equity Act for the
21% Century (TEA-21).

Ominitrans, a public transit agency providing bus service to parts of San Bernardino County, has
requested that SCAG amend the 2004 RTP to include the E Street Transit Corridor project,
called sbX (see Attachment A). The sbX project is located within the cities of San Bernardino
and Loma Linda in San Bernardino County.

The purpose of this document is to identify the specific details of the 2004 RTP Amendment and
to ensure that the proposed changes are consistent with federal and state requirements,
including the TEA-21 planning requirements and the Transportation Conformity Rule. All
associated analyses for the RTP amendment are incorporated into this document.

A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 1
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The 2004 RTP Amendment will add a new Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) project called sbX, which
stands for San Bernardino Express. BRT is designed to provide fast, high-quality bus service.
It can operate in mixed traffic or in dedicated guide-ways, take advantage of signal priority at
intersections, board and alight passengers through streamlined processes, and improves bus
stop spacing at planned stations. The 2004 RTP calls for a region-wide BRT expansion,
including additional service for Los Angeles County’s Metro Rapid system and the
implementation of new BRT systems in Orange and Riverside Counties. The addition of sbX
will bring BRT to San Bernardino County.

sbX E Street Transit Corridor

The sbX project is a 16-mile BRT project located in the cities of San Bernardino and Loma Linda
in San Bernardino County. The project serves 16 stops along the E Street Transit Corridor,
including California State University at San Bernardino in the north and Loma Linda University
Medical Center and the VA Hospital in the south. The anticipated completion date for this
project is 2010. The sbX is depicted in Figure 1.

Specifically, the Amendment adds the following text to Table 4.10 (page 108) of the 2004 RTP
document:

Table 4.10
Transit Corridor Projects

sbX E Street Transit Corridor Bus Rapid Transit

San Bernardino

The Amendment further revises page 1-173 of the 2004 RTP Technical Appendix | by adding the
following text:

2004 RTP - Plan Projects

. sbX E Street San Loma | Bus Rapid
SB | Transit Transit Corridor | Bernardino | Linda | Transit $153,000,000 2010 4TR0603

A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 2
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

Figure 1 — sbX E Street Transit Corridor

Catifornia State University
San Bernarding

//
/
!
;
¢
{
H
i
;!
x
\\
\ &
i <
3 N
P2 N
,/‘ g‘
A
7
/
H
{
\‘
3 : ,
Y San Bernardino g i,
H High School g \%
B
“(("’)’[ S
§
S""S) ‘é/;
&
<
$2,
B
Civic Center/Downtown
San Bernardino
Orange Show
Fairgrounds.
54 N e,
I/y,t 0;,40

Ry
Loma Linda “‘4x;
University

o POTENTIAL BUS STOP LOCATIONS ’94@7.0
POTENTIAL BUS STOP LOCATIONS *0
with PARK-AND-RIDE LOTS
S8 PREUMINARY LOCATIONS o os \ 2 Miles
of EXCLUSIVE LANES 9 _e_
:
{

_‘ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
7% June 1, 2006 o

aw,

“:t.L

4



DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

FISCAL IMPACT

The 2004 RTP Amendment includes the addition of the Omnitrans’ E Street Transit Corridor bus
rapid transit (BRT) project—also known as the San Bernardino Express (sbX). After reviewing
funding considerations for this project, SCAG finds that the amendment does not adversely
impact the financial constraint of the 2004 RTP. The Plan remains financially constrained. The
fiscal impact of the amendment is summarized below.

The sbX BRT service along the E Street Transit Corridor in the cities of San Bernardino and
Loma Linda has a total capital cost of $153 million (Long-term Locally Preferred Aiternative) with
an annualized operating cost of $12.5 million.

In the 2004 RTP, SCAG included $364 million for local transit service in San Bernardino County.
This level of funding was set aside in anticipation of new rapid transit (BRT) projects as
identified in Omnitrans’ short-range plan for FY2004-FY2009. The following initial sources of
funding have been identified to cover capital project costs:

e FTA Section 5309 — 50 percent (New Starts/Small Starts)
e FTA Section 5307 — 20 percent
e Measure | — 30 percent

It is anticipated that funding for operating costs would come from a combination of passenger
fare revenues, Measure |, and Local Transportation Funds (LTF).

In order to become eligible for federal funds, Omnitrans is following the New Starts process, as
prescribed by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Accordingly, detailed financial plan
development efforts are underway—with more extensive evaluation of funding sources for the
local match of federal funds.

‘ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 4
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

CONFORMITY FINDINGS

Federal Requirements

Federal and state regulations require that a transportation conformity process must be
undertaken by SCAG as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQO) of the region prior to the
amendment’s approval and conformity finding by the Regional Council. This inciudes an
interagency consultation, release of the draft document for a 30-day public review and comment
period, SCAG’s responses on the written comments, and a public hearing at the Regional
Council meeting prior to the final action on the amendment. Once the Regional Council
approves the amendment, it will then be submitted to the federal agencies for the final
conformity determination.

Sections 93.119(e) and 93.122(g) are the relevant parts of the Transportation Conformity rule
for these amendments.

Conformity Status of Current RTIP and RTP

On June 7, 2004, the federal conformity determination for the 2004 RTP was issued for the
following non-attainment and maintenance areas:

¢ South Coast Air Basin (SCAB —~ Ozone, CO, NO2, and PM10)

¢ San Bernardino County portion of the Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB — PM10)

¢ Coachella Valley portion of the Salton Sea Air Basin (SSAB - PM10)

e Imperial County portion of SSAB (Ozone and PM10)

The federal conformity determination for the Ventura County portion of the South Central Coast
Air Basin (ozone) and the Southeast Desert Modified ozone area was issued by the federal
agencies on June 16, 2004 although the effective date for the conformity determination for the
entire SCAG 2004 RTP, including all of the air basins is June 7, 2004.

On October 4, 2004, the federal agencies approved funding and determined conformity of the
2004 RTIP. The federal funding approval of the 2004 RTIP will expire on October 4, 2006. The
2004 RTIP is based on the 2004 RTP and implements the projects and programs included in
the fiscal years (2004/05 — 2009/20010) of the 2004 RTP.

On March 30, 2006 a federal conformity determination for the 2004 RTP was issued for the
South Coast Air Basin which is designated as non attainment for PM2.5.

Summary of the 2004 RTP Regional Emissions Analyses

The regional emissions analysis methodology for this amendment to the 2004 RTP uses two
sets of calculations. For pollutants with emissions budgets the test used is the budget test. Only
one pollutant in the SCAB (PM2.5) does not currently have a budget, until the budget is
established, the less than base year test is used for analysis. A summary of the regional
emissions analysis (conformity finding) is tabulated below.

The regional emissions analysis for the amendment was performed using SCAG’s Regional
Transportation Model used for the 2004 RTP and RTIP, and utilizes the planning,
socioeconomic and model assumptions from the 2004 RTP and RTIP. The applicable
conformity findings and detailed modeling assumptions can be found at:

,‘ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 5
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

http://www.scag.ca.gov/rtp2004/2004draft/FinalPlan.htm

and:

http://www.scag.ca.gov/rtip/final04/Secll.pdf

Conformity Findings

SCAG has completed its analysis of the proposed changes to the 2004 RTP. SCAG's findings
for the approval of this amendment are as follows:

Overall

Statement of Fact: Inclusion of this amendment in the 2004 RTP would not change any other
policies, programs and projects which were previously approved by the federal agencies on
June 7, 2004.

Finding: SCAG has determined that the 2004 RTP Amendment is consistent with all federal
and state requirements and complies with the federal conformity regulations.

Regional Emissions Analysis — South Coast Air Basin (SCAB)

Finding: The 2004 RTP Amendment’s regional emissions for Ozone precursors (NOx,
ROG/VOC) are consistent with all applicable emissions budgets for all milestone, attainment,
and planning horizon years (2003 SIP)

Finding: The 2004 RTP Amendment’s regional emissions for CO are consistent with all
applicable emissions budgets for all milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years (2003
SIP).

Finding: The 2004 RTP Amendment’s regional emissions for NO2 are consistent with all
applicable emissions budgets for all milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years (2003
SIP).

Finding: The 2004 RTP Amendment’s regional emissions for PM10 (particulate matter less
than 10 microns in size) precursors are consistent with all applicable emissions budgets for all
milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years (2003 SIP).

Finding: The 2004 RTP Amendment’s regional emissions for direct PM2.5 and NOx are less
than the baseline year (2002) for the 24-hour and the annual standard in the SCAB.

Timely Implementation of TCMs

Finding: The 2004 RTP Amendment does not change funding and timely implementation of
SCAB TCM projects. All SCAB TCM projects in the federally approved conforming 2004 RTP
are given funding priority and are on schedule for implementation.

“ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

Fiscal Constraint Analysis

Finding: All projects listed in the 2004 RTP (including the proposed amendment) are financially
constrained for all fiscal years. Fiscal constraint is analyzed in a separate section of this report.

Interagency Consultation and Public Involvement Analysis

Finding: SCAG has consulted with the respective transportation and air quality planning
agencies. The proposed sbX E Street Corridor was discussed at the Transportation Conformity
Working Group (which includes representatives from the respective air quality and
transportation planning agencies) on February 28, 2006. In addition, the proposed Amendment
to the 2004 RTP will undergo the required consultation and public participation process. A 30
day public comment period announcement is expected to be posted on the SCAG website by
Thursday, June 1, 2006.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 7
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

Regional Emissions Analysis — South Coast Air Basin (SCAB)

The South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) covers the urbanized portions of Los Angeles, Orange,
Riverside, and San Bernardino counties, and is within the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The proposed project is located within the SCAB;
emissions changes in other air basins due to the proposed project are negligible and therefore
are not included in this summary report.

OZONE - SUMMER (8HR)

ROG YR 2005 YR 2008 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030
Amended 2004 RTP 258.467 212.754 151.201 107.250 73.187
BUDGET 263.000 216.000 155.000 155.000 155.000
NOx YR 2005 YR 2008 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030
Amended 2004 RTP 542.271 453.459 349.166 184.312 120.859
BUDGET 546.000 464.000 352.000 352.000 352.000

Conformity finding requirement: RTP emissions must be equal to or less than budget

CARBON MONOXIDE (CO) - WINTER

co YR 2005 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030
Amended 2004 RTP 2,597.739  1,808.566 859.986 530.271
BUDGET 3,361.000 3,361.000 3,361.000 3,361.000

Conformity finding requirement: RTP emissions must be equal to or less than budget

NITROGEN DIOXIDE (NO2) - WINTER

NOx YR 2005 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030
Amended 2004 RTP 613.664 448.688 205.652 133.040
BUDGET 686.000 686.000 686.000 686.000

Conformity finding requirement: RTP emissions must be equal to or less than budget

% ‘ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

PARTICULATE MATTER LESS THAN 10 MICRONS (PM10) - ANNUAL AVERAGE

YR 2006 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030

ROG

Amended 2004 RTP 245.350 188.885 106.482 72.544
BUDGET 251.000 251.000 251.000 251.000
NOx

Amended 2004 RTP 534.144 417.857 192.763 125.758
BUDGET 549.000 549.000 549.000 549.000
PM10

Amended 2004 RTP 165.927 163.355 161.520 163.923
BUDGET 166.000 166.000 166.000 166.000

Conformity finding requirement: RTP emissions must be equal to or less than budget

DIRECT PM2.5 EMISSIONS - 24-Hour

YR 2002 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030

Amended 2004 RTP

Exhaust 10.48 9.48 8.82 9.20
Tire Wear 0.83 0.89 0.99 1.08
Brake Wear 1.97 2.10 2.25 2.44
Total PM2.5 Exhaust 13.27 12.47 12.06 12.72
Base Year Emissions 13.27 13.27 13.27 13.27
Difference from Base Year 0.00 -0.80 -1.21 -0.55

Conformity finding requirement: RTP emissions must be equal to or less than base year

DIRECT PM2.5 EMISSIONS - Annual

YR 2002 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030

Amended 2004 RTP

Exhaust 3,825 3,460 3,219 3,358
Tire Wear 303 325 361 394
Brake Wear 719 767 821 891
Total PM2.5 Exhaust 4,844 4,552 4,402 4,643
Base Year Emissions 4,844 4,844 4,844 4,844
Difference from Base Year 0.00 -292 -442 -201

Conformity finding requirement: RTP emissions must be equal to or less than base year
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

OXIDES OF NITROGEN (NOx) - 24-Hour

YR 2002 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030

Amended 2004 RTP 715.34 417.86 192.76 125.76
Base Year Emissions 715.34 715.34 715.34 715.34
Difference from Base Year 0.00 -297.48 -522.58 -589.58

Conformity finding requirement: RTP emissions must be equal to or less than base year

OXIDES OF NITROGEN (NOx) - Annual

YR 2002 YR 2010 YR 2020 YR 2030

Amended 2004 RTP 261,099 152,518 70,359 45,902
Base Year Emissions 261,099 261,099 261,099 261,099
Difference from Base Year 0 -108,581 -190,741 -215,198

Conformity finding requirement: RTP emissions must be equal to or less than base year
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DRAFT 2004 RTP AMENDMENT

ADDENDUM TO THE 2004 RTP PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(PEIR)

Introduction

This document is an Addendum to the Final Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) for
the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP or “Plan”), prepared and certified by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) in April 2004 and as amended on February 2,
2006.

Omnitrans, a public transit agency providing bus service to parts of San Bernardino County, has
requested that SCAG amend the 2004 RTP to include the E Street Transit Corridor project, a
bus rapid transit (BRT) project called sbX (see Attachment A). The sbX project is located within
the cities of San Bernardino and Loma Linda in San Bernardino County. This 2004 PEIR
Addendum evaluates the potential environmental effects associated with including the sbX
project in the 2004 RTP.

As the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Res. Code
Section 21000 et seq.) SCAG prepared a Final PEIR (SCH No. 2003061075) to evaluate the
potential environmental impacts associated with implementation of the Plan. The Plan is a long-
range program that addresses the transportation needs for the six-county SCAG Region
through 2030. Although the Plan has a long-term time horizon under which projects are
planned and proposed to be implemented, federal and state mandates ensure that the Plan is
both flexible and responsive in the near term. Therefore, the Plan is regarded as both a long-
term regional transportation blueprint and as a dynamic planning tool subject to ongoing
refinement and modification.

The Plan includes both specific projects and strategies that address transportation and urban
form. The purpose of the PEIR is to identify the potentially significant environmental impacts
associated with the implementation of the projects, programs, and policies included in the Plan.
The PEIR serves as the informational document to inform decision-makers, agencies and the
public of the potential environmental consequences of approving the 2004 RTP.

The 2004 RTP PEIR, focused on broad policy goals, alternatives and program-wide mitigation
measures (CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(b)(4))." As such, the PEIR is considered a first tier
document that serves as a regional-scale environmental analysis and planning tool that can be
used to support subsequent, site-specific project-level CEQA analyses.

Section 15152 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that subsequent environmental analyses for
separate, but related, future projects may tier off the analysis contained in the PEIR. The
CEQA Guidelines do not require a Program EIR to specifically list all subsequent activities that

“may be within its scope. If site-specific EIRs or negative declarations will subsequently be
prepared for specific projects broadly identified within a Program EIR, then site-specific analysis
can be deferred until the project level environmental document is prepared (Sections 15168,
15152) provided deferral does not prevent adequate identification of significant effects of the
planning approval at hand.

! Unless otherwise indicated, all citations by section number are to the CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Administrative Code,
tit. 14, Section 15000 et seq.)
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Basis for Addendum

When an EIR has been certified and the project is modified or otherwise changed after
certification, then additional CEQA review may be necessary. The key considerations in
determining the need for and appropriate type of additional CEQA review are outlined in Section
21166 of the Public Resources Code (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162, 15163
and 15164.

Section 21166 of CEQA specifically provides that a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR is not
required unless the following occurs:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
EIR.

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
being undertaken which will require major revisions in the EIR.

(3) New information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time the
EIR was certified as complete, becomes available.

An Addendum may be prepared by the Lead Agency that prepared the original EIR if some
changes or additions are necessary, but none of the conditions have occurred requiring
preparation of a Subsequent EIR (Section 15164(a)). An Addendum must include a brief
explanation of the agency’s decision not to prepare a Subsequent EIR and be supported by
substantial evidence in the record as a whole (Section 15164(e)). The Addendum to the EIR
need not be circulated for public review but it may be included in or attached to the Final EIR
(Section 15164(c)). The decision-making body must consider the Addendum to the EIR prior to
making a decision on the project (15164(d)).

The conditions described in CEQA section 15162 subdivision (a) have not occurred. As
described in the project description, the sbX project is a 16 mile Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
designed to facilitate movement within San Bernardino and Riverside Counties. The proposed
inclusion of the sbX project does not require a major revision to the PEIR, as no new significant
environmental effects have been identified, nor did the analysis identify a substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant effects. Furthermore, the sbX does not represent
a substantial change to the circumstances under which the project (i.e., the Plan) was
undertaken. Although the sbX is not specifically included in the RTP, it is consistent with the
goals and polices of the Plan and therefore does not represent a substantial change, as no new
significant environmental effects have been identified. While the proposed changes to the RTP
may represent “New information of substantial importance...” as stated in 15162(a)(3), these
changes to the project will not result in one or more significant effects not discussed in the
previous EIR, nor result in impacts that are substantially more severe than shown in the
previous EIR. No changes to the mitigation measures contained in the 2004 PEIR are
proposed.

For the reasons set forth in this Addendum, SCAG has determined that an Addendum to the
2004 PEIR is the appropriate CEQA document because the proposed changes to the Plan do
not meet the following conditions of Section 15162(a) for preparation of a Subsequent EIR:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions in the
previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects.
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(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase
in the severity of previously identified significant effects.

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and couid not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence, at the time the previous EIR was
certified as complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the
following:

a. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR;

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more sever than
shown in the previous EIR;

c. Mitigation measures or alternative previously found not to be feasible would in
fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of
the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative; or

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative.

Purpose

This amendment to the 2004 RTP is requested to allow Omnitrans to move forward with the
necessary environmental analysis as required by the Federal Transit Administration and under
NEPA. The purpose of this Addendum is to evaluate the environmental effects of formally
including the following project in the 2004 RTP:

sbX E Street Transit Corridor — The sbX E Street Transit Corridor 16-mile BRT project
located in the cities of San Bernardino and Loma Linda in San Bernardino County.

Ominitrans is currently proposing to implement the Locally Preferred Alternative which consists
of 16 stops, including California State University at San Bernardino in the north and Loma Linda
University Medical Center and the VA Hospital in the south. The Locally Preferred Alternative
generally follows Kendall Drive from California State University south to E Street, through
downtown San Bernardino, east on Hospitality Land and south to Loma Linda. It runs through a
variety of land uses including low-density residential to the north and more intense commercial
development along E Street. The southern end of the corridor includes public, educational and
medical facilities.

As currently proposed, the downtown portion along E Street would require the removal of some
parking, but would not require taking a lane of traffic as in some other proposed alignments. The
southern portion from the Hospitality Lane commercial area to the VA Hospital uses an elevated
transitway that would be constructed as part of the project. The elevated transitway would
extend over I-10 and connect to the Evans Street Corridor, which is included as a separate
project in the 2004 RTP. The Locally Preferred Alternative is depicted in Figure 1. The project
route is still subject to further refinements that will be done through project specific review and
analysis. The anticipated completion date for this project is 2010.
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The 2004 RTP includes hundreds of projects, and thus, one project represents a relatively minor
modification to the entire Plan. The inclusion of the sbX E Street Transit Corridor is a
refinement to the 2004 RTP based on a continuous need to improve and integrate
transportation and land use planning in the region. Furthermore, this project will be fully

assessed at the project-level by the implementing agency in accordance with CEQA, NEPA and
all other applicable regulations.

Although the proposed sbX E Street Transit Corridor was not identified in the 2004 RTP PEIR,
the project is consistent with the scope, goals and policies contained in the 2004 RTP and
evaluated in the 2004 PEIR. The PEIR broadly discusses potential significant impacts at the
programmatic level based on conceptual project plans and broadly defined transportation
corridors. An evaluation of general corridors, proposed alignments and programs is inclusive
and adequate for purposes of a programmatic level environmental assessment.

As stated, Omnitrans has identified the Locally Preferred Alternative for the E Street Project,
although the project route is still subject to further refinements. The purpose of this amendment
to the RTP and Addendum to the PEIR is to allow Omnitrans to move forward with the
necessary project specific route refinement and environmental analysis required by the Federal
Transit Administration and NEPA. The alternative selected through the NEPA process could
differ in whole, or in part, from the Locally Preferred Alternative. As such, SCAG has assessed
the additional project at the programmatic level, and finds that inclusion of the project is
consistent with the analysis, mitigation measures and Findings of Fact contained in the 2004
PEIR. Further, SCAG finds that the inclusion of the proposed project in the RTP does not
significantly affect the comparison of alternatives or the potential significant impacts previously
disclosed in the 2004 PEIR. ”

" Analysis of Impacts

Land Use

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, such as the Evan Street Corridor, at a
programmatic level. The previously identified environmental impacts associated with these
components and BRT projects in general would be expected to occur.

Although the sbX E Street Transit Corridor, as described, would generally operate along existing
right of way, some portions of the Locally Preferred Alternative would involve new construction.
One of the segments, the Evans Street Corridor, is included in the 2004 RTP, a second
segment - an elevated transitway over I-10 to the Evans Street Corridor is not currently in the
RTP.

It is possible that site specific impacts could occur, particularly on segments where new
construction is proposed. Impacts expected would primarily be to sensitive receptors. Although
the 2004 PEIR did not analyze the sbX project specifically, it did conclude that that projects
similar in size and scope to the sbX E Street Corridor could cause significant unavoidable
impacts. Impacts from the sbX Transit Corridor would be expected to fall within the range of
impacts previously identified. The analysis in the 2004 PEIR (p. 3.1-1- 3.1-20) adequately
addressed impacts to the region that could result from implementation of the RTP at the
program level. Therefore, incorporation of the sbX E Street Corridor project into the 2004 RTP
would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified in the 2004 PEIR.
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Population, Housing and Employment

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

Implementation of the proposed project could result in site specific impacts such as induced
growth along the proposed corridor. In addition, the proposed project could contribute to
cumulative impacts on population, housing and employment. These impacts are within the
range of impacts assessed at the programmatic level in the 2004 RTP PEIR (p. 3.2-12 -3.2-16).
Furthermore, detailed project-level analysis will be performed by the implementing agency. This
analysis will also include mitigation measures as appropriate. Inclusion of the proposed project
into the 2004 RTP would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified
in the 2004 RTP PEIR.

Transportation

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The 2004 PEIR identifies four significant impacts from implementation of the 2004 RTP; these
include increased Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), higher average delay, increased heavy duty
truck delay and a cumulatively considerable impact on counties outside the SCAG Region. As a
transit project, the sbX project would be expected to have a beneficial effect on transportation
related impacts identified in the PEIR. The proposed project would link major activity centers
including Loma Linda VA Hospital, Loma Linda University and California State University San
Bernardino. This option is consistent with PEIR mitigation measures included in the 2004 PEIR
intended to reduce delay; these include maximizing the benefits of the land-use transportation
connection (p. 3.3-24). Furthermore, transit projects such as the sbX E Street Corridor are
generally considered to off-set potential impacts of the overall transportation network. Analysis
in the 2004 PEIR adequately addressed impacts that could result from projects such as the sbX
E Street Transit Corridor at the program level. The proposed project will be evaluated at the
project-level to identify potential localized transportation impacts. Incorporation of the project
into the 2004 RTP would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified
in the 2004 PEIR.

Air Quality

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The proposed project would not have a significant adverse effect on regional air quality. The
sbX E Street Corridor is considered a Transportation Control Measure (TCM) and as such
would provide an air quality benefit to the region. The regional emissions analysis performed
for the RTP Amendment determined this project would not result in an exceedence of
established emissions budgets within the South Coast Air Basin. Therefore, incorporation of this
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project into the 2004 RTP would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those
identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Noise

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The increase in bus service along the proposed route could cause an increase in ambient noise
levels. However, the assessment in the 2004 PEIR noise chapter (3.5-17- 3.5-27) adequately
evaluates these impacts at the programmatic level and includes mitigation measures to be
implemented at the project level. Impacts from the sbX E Street Corridor would be expected to
fall within the range of impacts previously identified. The sbX E Street Corridor will be further
analyzed at the project level to determine if site specific impacts would occur and to identify
appropriate mitigation measure. The analysis in the 2004 RTP PEIR adequately addresses
impacts that could result from this project at the program level. Incorporation of the sbX E Street
Corridor into the 2004 RTP would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those
identified in the 2004 RTP PEIR.

Aesthetics and Views

sbX{ E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

Implementation of the proposed project is not anticipated to cause a significant adverse impact
on aesthetics or views. The proposed modifications would be on an existing system and, with
the exception of the elevated transitway over I-10, at grade. The 2004 PEIR identifies significant
impacts on aesthetics and views such as obstruction of scenic views by construction, creating a
visual contrast with the overall character of an area and a cumulative impact due to increased
urbanization in the region (p. 3.6-11 — 3.6-22). Impacts from the sbX Transit Corridor would be
expected to fall within the range of impacts previously identified. Furthermore, the 2004 PEIR
determined that improvements proposed on existing systems, such as the sbX E Street
Corridor, would be less substantial than those potentially created by new system projects (p.
3.6-13). The analysis in the 2004 PEIR adequately addresses impacts that could result from
this project at the program level. Incorporation of the proposed project into the 2004 RTP would
not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Biological Resources

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The proposed project would be implemented on existing roadways and would not be anticipated
to significantly impact biological resources. In the event that a route is identified that impacts
biological resources, mitigation measures proposed in the Biological Resources chapter may
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help reduce or eliminate potential impacts associated with the proposed projects. Detailed
project-level analysis, including project level mitigation measures, will be conducted by the
implementing agency. The analysis in the 2004 PEIR adequately addresses impacts that could
result from this project at the program level. Incorporation of this change into the 2004 RTP
would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Cultural Resources

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The 2004 PEIR concluded that improvements proposed in exiting rights of way, such as new
bus-ways would have limited potential to impact historic resources, archeological resources,
and paleontogical resources (p. 3.8-18 - 3.8-24). As such, the sbX E Street Transit Corridor
would not be anticipated to have a significant impact on cultural resources in the region. The
analysis in the 2004 PEIR adequately addresses impacts that could resuilt from this project at
the program level. Incorporation of this project into the 2004 RTP would not result in any
additional significant impacts beyond those identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Geology, Soils and Seismicity

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The sbX E Street Corridor project would primarily use existing right-of-way and would not
involve significant earth moving activities. Impacts that could occur from the sbX Transit
Corridor would be expected to fall within the range of impacts previously identified. In addition,
incorporation of mitigation measures proposed in the 2004 PEIR would alleviate impacts
associated with seismic safety (p. 3.9-19-3.9-22). Detailed project level analysis, including
project level mitigation measures, will be conducted by the implementing agency. Therefore, the
analysis in the 2004 PEIR adequately addresses impacts that could result from this project at
the program level. Incorporation of the proposed project into the 2004 RTP would not result in
any additional significant impacts beyond those identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Hazardous Materials

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The 2004 PEIR concluded that general improvements to the transportation system would
facilitate the movement of all types of goods including hazardous materials (p. 3.10-7 - 3.10-9).
The sbX E Street Corridor would not specifically facilitate, increase or decrease the transport of
hazardous materials; detailed project-level analysis for the project, including mitigation
measures as appropriate, will be conducted by implementing agency. Impacts that could occur
are within the range of impacts identified in the PEIR. The analysis in the 2004 PEIR adequately
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addresses impacts that could result from this project at the program level. Incorporation of these
changes into the 2004 RTP would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those
identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Energy

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

Transit project in general (including the sbX E Street Corridor) would be expected to have less
than significant impact on consumption of petroleum and diesel fuels. Nonetheless, the 2004
PEIR concludes that “new transit vehicles and transit stations for Maglev, Metrolink, light rail
and rapid bus would require electricity and natural gas during project operation” and identifies
mitigation measures to reduce these impacts (p. 3.11-13 - 3.11-16). Impacts that could occur
by including the the sbX Transit Corridor in the RTP would be expected to fall within the range
of impacts previously identified. Detailed project-level analysis for the projects, including
mitigation measures as appropriate, will be conducted by implementing agency. The analysis in
the 2004 PEIR adequately addresses impacts that could result from this project at the program
level. Incorporation of these changes into the 2004 RTP would not result in any additional
significant impacts beyond those identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Water Resources

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The 2004 PEIR identified an increase in impervious surfaces as a significant adverse impact (p.
3-12-23 - 3.12-29). The sbX E Street Corridor will generally be implemented on the existing
network and right-of-way and therefore would not cause a substantial increase in the overall
amount of impervious surfaces in the region. Impacts to water resources that could occur from
including the sbX Transit Corridor in the RTP would be expected to fall within the range of
impacts previously identified. However, it is possible that site specific impacts could occur due
to the proposed project. Therefore, detailed project-level analysis for the projects, including
mitigation measures as appropriate, will be conducted by implementing agency. The analysis in
the 2004 PEIR adequately addresses impacts that could result from this project at the program
level. Incorporation of this project into the 2004 RTP would not result in any additional significant
impacts beyond those identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Public Services and Ultilities

sbX E Street Corridor — The 2004 RTP and PEIR included BRT projects in general, as well as
specific components of the sbX E Street Corridor, at a programmatic level. The previously
identified environmental impacts associated with these components and BRT projects in
general, would be expected to occur.

The 2004 PEIR identifies several types of projects that would require an increase in the level of
police, fire and medical services. These include projects involving new roadways and transit
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related projects that require the construction of new transit stations (3.13.9-3.13-14). The
proposed sbX E Street Corridor does not fall into either of these categories and therefore is not
anticipated to have a significant adverse impact on police, fire and/or medical services. The
analysis in the 2004 PEIR adequately addresses impacts that could result from this project at
the program level. Incorporation of this project into the 2004 RTP would not result in any
additional significant impacts beyond those identified in the 2004 PEIR.

Comparison of Alternatives

Including the sbX E Street Corridor in the 2004 RTP would not appreciably affect the
comparison of alternatives in the 2004 PEIR in any meaningful way. The project is contemplated
within the scope of the programmatic-level comparison among the alternatives considered in the
2004 PEIR: 1) No Project, 2) Modified 2001 RTP Alternative 3) The PILUT 1 (Infill) Alternative 4)
The PILUT 2 (Fifth Ring) Alternative. The project is consistent with PILUT 1 as it would facilitate
urban transportation. The analysis in the Comparison of Alternatives chapter of the 2004 PEIR
is not significantly affected by the inclusion of the sbX project in the RTP. Therefore, no further
comparison is required at the programmatic level. Project-level comparisons of alternatives,
however, will be conducted by implementing agency when it prepares a CEQA/NEPA document
for the project.

Long Term Effects .

The sbX E Street Corridor is within the scope of the discussion presented in the long-term
effects chapter of the 2004 PEIR, which includes an assessment of programmatic level
unavoidable impacts, irreversible impacts, growth inducing impacts, and cumulative impacts..
Unavoidable and irreversible impacts from the inclusion of this specific project in the 2004 RTP
is reasonably covered by the unavoidable and irreversible impacts previously discussed in the
certified 2004 PEIR. Unavoidable and irreversible impacts will be further analyzed by
implementing agency at the project level. Any growth inducing impacts are expected to be
approximately equivalent to those previously disclosed in the 2004 PEIR. Overall, the project is
within the scope of the broad, programmatic-level impacts identified and disclosed in the PEIR.
Thus, the proposed change is consistent with the findings on long-term effects in the 2004
PEIR. Detailed analysis of impacts on long-term effects will be conducted by the implementing
agency at the project level.

Conclusion

The 2004 RTP includes a database with hundreds of projects. The inclusion of an additional
project, the details of which have yet to be determined, and that is not likely to result in
significant new construction, would have a negligible change in environmental impact when
viewed in light of the scope and nature of the entire Plan.

After completing its programmatic environmental assessment of these changes, SCAG finds
that adoption of the proposed RTP Amendment would not result in either new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects. The proposed changes as expressed in the 2004 RTP Amendment, therefore, are not
substantial changes which would require major revisions to the PEIR. Thus, a subsequent or
supplemental EIR is not required and this Addendum fulfills the requirements of CEQA.
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PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT

SCAG is required to provide a 30-day public review and comment period for the Draft
Amendment. A Notice of Availability and Public Hearing will be posted on the SCAG website at
www.scag.ca.gov on or about June 1, 2006, and published in major newspapers in the six-
county region. The Draft Amendment will be made available on the SCAG website and copies
will be available for review at SCAG and at public libraries throughout the region (the listing of
libraries will be provided on the SCAG website). Written comments will be accepted until
5:00pm July 7, 2006 and should be directed to:

Philip Law

Southern California Association of Governments
818 W. 7" St., 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

or to: law@scag.ca.gov

A public hearing will be held at SCAG from 9:00am to 10:00am on July 6, 2006. All of the public
comments received will be summarized in the final Amendment document, along with SCAG’s
responses to those comments. SCAG’s Executive Committee is currently scheduled to
consider approving the Amendment on August 17, 2006. The adopted Amendment will be sent
to the appropriate state and federal agencies for their approval.
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ATTACHMENT A

OMNITRANS REQUEST FOR RTP AMENDMENT
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April 17,2006

Hasan Ikhrata

Director of Planning and Policy

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12 Floor

Los Angeles, California 90014-3435

Subject: Request for Amendment to the RTP to include sbX: E Street BRT Project

Dear Mr. Ikhrata:

Omnitrans respectfully requests an amendment to the 2004 RTP to include Omnitrans
sbX: E Street BRT project. This project will include preliminary engineering,
environmental impact study, final design and construction.

Required by ISTEA, Omnitrans completed its Bus Rapid Transit Major Investment Study
(MIS). The MIS yield the locally preferred alternative (LPA) and on December 7, 2005,
Omnitrans Board of Directors adopted and approved the E Street Corridor as the LPA.

On January 19, 2006, the RSTIS Peer Review Group met and determined that the E
Street Transit Corridor project had met SCAG and FTA/FHWA requirements, and that
the project is ready to advance from planning to the project development phase.

The funding for this project will come from the following:
e FTA Section 5309 — 50%
e FTA Section 5307 — 20%
e Measure I -30%

Omnitrans has worked closely with SANBAG and they are on-board with the financial
plan of this project. Furthermore, this project will not jeopardize any funding that is
already committed to other projects.

Enclosed, you will find supporting documentation for the sbX project. The

documentation includes the Overview, Capital Costs, Operating Costs, Annualized Cost
and Travel Demand Forecasts and Benefits.

Omnitrans « 1700 West Fifth Street « San Bernardino, CA 92411
Phone: 909-379-7100 « Web sife: www.omnitrans.org « Fax; 909-889-5779

Serving the communities of Chino, Chino Hills, Colton, County of San Bernardino, Fontang, Grond Terrace, Highlqnd.
toma Linda, Montciair, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, Rediands, Rialto, San Bernardino, Upland and Yucaipa.
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We would like to thank you in advance for your time and consideration of our project. If
you need any other information, please feel free to contact Rohan Kuruppu, Director of
Planning at (909) 379-7251 or at Rohan.Kuruppu@OQOmnitrans.org.

Sincerely,

Durand L. Rall
CEO/ General Manager

Cc:  Phillip Law, Acting Senior Planner, SCAG
Rohan Kuruppu, Project Manager, Omnitrans
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CHAPTER 1 - OVERVIEW

Omnitrans has completed a study to determine
the best way to implement an enhanced state-of-
the-art rapid transit service along the E Street
Corridor in the cities of San Bernardino and
Loma Linda. A Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) was selected and has been adopted by the
Omnitrans Board of Directors and other local
agencies and jurisdictions within the E Street
Corridor. The LPA serves California State
University at San Bernardino (CSUSB) in the
north; traverses central San Bernardino to Loma
Linda University Medical Center and the VA
Hospital in the south.

The selected mode of transport is known as Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT). Within the San Bernardino
Valley, BRT has been branded as sbX, which
stands for San Bernardino Express. The new
high-tech, user-friendly system will offer more
frequent service, fewer stops, and higher
average speeds than traditional bus service.
Investing in this new transportation system will
greatly improve Omnitrans’ ability to meet
growing travel demands, encourage
redevelopment, and maintain economic vitality in
the Corridor. The E Street Transit Corridor
Project would be the first segment in a valley
wide system of interconnected sbX service. As
shown in Exhibit 1.1, seven transit corridors were
identified in the San Bernardino Valley as
candidates for premium service.

E Street Corridor Description

The E Street Corridor is about 16 miles long,
generally following Kendall Drive from California
State University south to E Street, through
downtown San Bernardino, east on Hospitality
Lane, and south to Loma Linda. It runs through a
variety of land uses, from low-density residential
development in the north to commercial
development along E Street. The core downtown

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Pha

area has some of the highest concentrations of
office and public facilities in the Omnitrans
service area. The southern end of the Corridor
contains significant public, educational and
medical facilities. The Corridor supports about
121,000 people and more than 71,000 jobs.
Many residents have low incomes and/or are
transit-dependent. About 28 percent of the
population lives below the poverty line and 16
percent of the households in the corridor have no
automobile.

Purpose and Need for the Project

Numerous key deficiencies and needs were
identified in the E Street Corridor. Existing transit
services are slower than auto travel. Given that
the Corridor has high transit dependency and an
aging population, this translates into reduced
mobility for many residents. It also results in low
usage by other potential riders, particularly during
lunchtime and mid-day periods. The Corridor is in
need of a catalyst to help accelerate revitalization
efforts that have not yet been successful.
Depressed economic conditions in the central
Corridor create a disconnect in development
between south and north. Parking capacity is a
problem at the university and hospital campuses.
Scheduling existing transit routes is difficult
because of the potential for delays, particularly
crossing the 1-10 Freeway. This problem will get
much worse as population and employment
grow.

Project Objectives

Alternative transit scenarios were designed to
address the deficiencies and needs identified
above. Each of the five alternatives below was
evaluated based on their ability to meet the
following project objectives:

1. Enhance mobility and accessibility

2. Encourage economic growth and
redevelopment

3. Improve transit operations

4. Provide a cost-effective solution
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The sbX can serve as a catalyst for community
improvements. In tumn, new development can
foster increased transit usage. This synergy
between land use and transportation can take the
form of Transit-Oriented Developments (TODs).

The benefits of TODs are numerous and the
concept was studied for six of the proposed sbX
stations. As part of this analysis, the draft
General Plans for the Cities of San Bernardino
and Loma Linda were reviewed for transit
supportive plans and policies. Suggestions for
modifications were provided to both cities.

For example, at the Inland Center Mall, TOD
improvements could better connect the mall uses
with activity on E Street, including sbX service.
Exhibit 1.2 shows how land use changes and
landscaping along with sidewalk and bridge
improvements could create a stronger, more
attractive connection between the mall and the

E Street Corridor.

Transit-Oriented Development at the Loma Linda
Veterans Administration Hospital (Exhibit 1.3)
has the potential to make the VA easier to reach
by transit, while increasing parking for those
arriving by car. It would also create a new transit
center to ease regional connections and provide

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Phas
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better transit access to City Hall and the Loma
Linda University Medical Center East Campus.

Project Development Process

Omnitrans, in cooperation with the San
Bernardino Associated Governments, SCAG and
other public entities, completed an analysis of
alternatives in the Corridor in compliance with
guidelines from the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA).

Stakeholders who have worked with the
sponsoring agencies in the E Street Corridor
Transit Project include:

m The Cities of San Bernardino and Loma Linda

® The City of San Bernardino Economic
Development Agency

® San Bernardino County

# San Bernardino Associated Governments
(SANBAG)

® Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG)

# Caltrans, District 08

® Federal Transit Administration (FTA)

® The Southern California Regional Rail
Authority (Metrolink)

& California State University — San Bernardino

® Loma Linda University Adventist Health
Sciences Center

® VA Loma Linda Healthcare System

® The Inland Center Mall

The overall planning and project development
process for federally-funded transit projects is
prescribed by the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA), and is referred to as the New Starts
Process. Omnitrans is foliowing the New Starts
process (Exhibit 1.4) in order to become eligible
for discretionary federal funds for implementing
premium transit service in the E Street Corridor.
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Exhibit 1.2: Conceptual Design for Transit-Oriented Development at
E Street and North Mall Way
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Exhibit 1.4: Schedule for Project Development
E Street Transit Corridor Project

Schedule for Project Development
(Based on the FTA New Starts Planning and
Project Development Guidelines)

2004 2005 2006 2009 2010
System-Wide Transit Corridor Plan . Major Development Stage

i
‘§ ' Major Development Stage Completed

 Alternatives Analysis

i ‘ - Decision Point

Select LPA, MPO Action, Development Criteria PMP

. FTA Decision on Entry into PE

% Preliminary Engineering: Complete NEPA
‘Proc«iss, Refinement of Financial Plan
%FTA Decision on Entry into Final Design

Final Design: Commitment of Non-Federal Funding,
Construction Plans, ROW Acquisitions, Before-After Data
Collection Plan, FTA Evaluation for FFGA, Begin Negotiations

Full Fun‘ding Grant Agreet‘nent 1
Construction: ITesting, Inspectioln, Begin Revenue!Services _

® No Build, included only existing and
committed projects and services;

® Transportation Systems Management
(TSM), which added planned service
improvements to existing and committed
projects. It added a new limited stop bus
service on E Street that used the routing of
Omnitrans Route 2 (see Exhibit 2.5); and

® Three (3) Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
alternatives in the E Street Corridor would
implement sbX on different alignments

The final step in the Alternatives Analysis phase through the Corridor. They use the

was Detailed Alternatives Analysis. During alignments shown in Exhibit 1.5.

this phase, conceptual engineering, _ Alternatives 1 and 2 use a proposed elevated
environmental and community impact analysis transitway to cross over |-10.

was performed on the final Corridor alternatives
which included:

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Phas




Exhibit 1.5: E Street Transit Alternatives

MAP1 R ' MAP 2

Transporation Systems ____shX Alternative 1
Manaqament (TSM) Atternative (O B Street Be and Drange Showd

“California State University
San Bernardine

= Clvi:c:emer:/mtcm
4. 1 SanBernarding
Qiﬁ‘sz

4—-——-‘—- Orange Show
Fairgrounds.
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Exhibit 1.5 (Continued): E Street Transit Alternatives
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The primary objective of the Detailed Alternatives
Analysis was to evaluate the five final
alternatives (two baselines and three BRT Build)
and their alignments and select the highest
ranked alternatives/alignments for consideration
as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).

The evaluation was conducted in two stages.
First, the five alternatives including the three (3)
BRT alternatives were compared to each other.
Then, for the BRT alternatives, alignments were
evaluated in the north, downtown, central and
southern portions of the Corridor to determine
how they compared against each other based on
the MOEs.

For most of the MOEs in the evaluation,
quantitative values were calculated such as for
ridership forecasts, costs and cost-effectiveness.
However, some MOE values were qualitative in

nature such as community support and land use

conformity

Input from Stakeholders and the
General Public

Continuous input was received from key corridor
stakeholders and the general public from the
system planning phase through the completion of
the detailed Alternatives Analysis.

The public involvement program for the
conceptual alternatives analysis phase elicited
comments on the four types of Transportation
Modal Alternatives: the No-Build, Transportation
Systems Management (TSM), Bus Rapid Transit
(BRT) and Light Rail Transit (LRT). In addition,
the individual alignment alternatives for the
North, Downtown, Central and Southern portions
of the E Street Corridor were scrutinized and
commented on in several different forums held
throughout the Corridor. The process involved
the following meetings, conferences, and
workshops held during February and March
2005:

® February 7" sbX Leadership Conference held
at the Radisson Hotel in downtown San
Bernardino was attended by over 100 Elected
Officials, Business Leaders/Professionals,
Agency Representatives, transit riders, and
members of the general public. The
attendees were grouped into three

delegations and rotated to three different
topical venues at the conference. The
attendees were given an opportunity to turn

in comment sheets and indicate their
preferences on transportation modes and
specific alignment choices for each of the four
portions of the E Street Corridor.

February 9" Public Open House at the
Feldheym Pubilic Library in central San
Bernardino was attended by over 30
members of the general public, including
Omnitrans riders. The Open House was set
up in a manner identical to the sbX
Leadership Conference with attendees
rotating between three topical stations and
indicating their preferences on transportation
modal options and alignments for each of the
4 geographic groupings in the Corridor.
Those present were asked to indicate which
mode of transit they preferred to see built in
the E Street Corridor. They overwhelmingly
selected BRT over LRT (Exhibit 1.6).

February 23" Project Development Team
(PDT) Meeting held at the City of San
Bernardino — Economic Development
Agency. PDT members attending the
meeting were asked to select their choices of
alignments by geographic grouping. After
weighing the technical information, PDT
members unanimously supported the
selection of BRT over LRT as the preferred
mode to carry forward into Detailed
Alternatives Analysis.

‘ »fTrdﬁs;’_‘t Corridor Project - Phase | |
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Exhibit 1.6: Preferences Reported in Community Workshops

PREFERENCES REPORTED IN COMMUNITY
WORKSHOPS

NUMBER OF "VOTES"

No Build TSM BRT LRT
MODAL ALTERNATIVE

m  March 1% and 2™ Workshops with Omnitrans ® February 15" presentation to the Planning
Coach Operators and Administrative staff. and Productivity Committee (PPC) of the
Attendees were asked to select their choice Omnitrans Board of Directors.
of alignment by geographic grouping in the o i )

E Street Corridor. To assist in the evaluation of the detailed

alternatives for the E Street Corridor, a
comprehensive public involvement program and
stakeholder outreach was conducted to
determine which segments of those alternatives
and station locations were supported locally
within the Corridor. During the spring and
summer of 2005, a series of stakeholder
meetings were held throughout the Corridor to
obtain stakeholder support for the E Street
Transit Corridor Project and receive input on
specific station siting and alignments. This input,
along with the October 19, 2005, public open
house/workshop, provided the Project
Development Team (PDT) with information on
which alignments will be supported locally in the

® February 17" meeting of the SCAG E Street Corridor.
Regionally Significant Transportation
Improvement Strategy (RSTIS) Peer Review
Committee held at the Southern California
Association of Government’s office in Los
Angeles.

The final set of five detailed alternatives was
presented to the following forums for review and
comment:

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Phase




& Stakeholders meetings/workshops with key
staff from the Cities of San Bernardino and
Loma Linda, California State University-San
Bernardino (CSUSB), the Inland Center Mall,
Loma Linda University Medical Center and
the VA Hospital.

® A community open house/workshop held on
October 19, 2005, at the Feldeym Public
Library in Central San Bernardino.

® Project Development Team (PDT) workshops
on detailed alternatives held on July 27,
August 24, and October 26, 2005.

Prior to the October 19 Public Open
House/Workshop, a project information mailer
was sent out to over 10,000 households. The
mailer portrayed the alternatives, provided
information on their performance, and
encouraged the general public to view study

documents on the project web site - www.estreet-

sbX.com ~ and comment on the alternatives.
Ominitrans also provided telephone numbers in
the mailer for the public to call with comments.
Numerous comments were received from the
general public through the media.

The October 19, 2005, public open house was
set up with specific workstations that presented
information on the performance of each of the
five detailed alternatives. The public was shown
information on the performance of the competing
segments in the north, downtown, central and
southern portions of the Corridor. The competing
segments were:

® North: Kendall/University “front side”
entrance and station at CSUSB versus a
“backside” entrance to the campus that uses

Little Mountain and a new internal Campus
Road with a backside station.

& Downtown: An alignment straight down
E Street versus a D Street alignment.

# Central: An alignment straight down E Street
versus a G Street alignment to the Inland
Center Mall.

B South in Loma Linda: A transitway over the |-
10 Freeway to the proposed Evans Street
Corridor versus an alignment on Anderson. A
third option uses Evans in the northern
portion of Loma Linda and Anderson in the
south.

The workshop was attended by over 70 members
of the general public. After viewing project
exhibits, the public workshop attendees were
asked to identify the alignments they felt best met
the various categories of evaluation criteria. The
alignments that the general public liked best
(Exhibit 1.7) were recorded and documented for
consideration by the Project Development Team
(PDT).

Workshops were also held with Corridor
stakeholders to determine which station locations
and alignments were supported and fit best into
local master plans and growth plans. Both
CSUSB and LLUMC have new Campus Master
Plans and gave the Project Team specific input
on their preferences. For CSUSB, the preferred
alignment is that shown in Alternative 3. Itis a
“front side” station at the entrance to the Campus
that CSUSB officials felt worked best for their
future Campus Expansion Plans.

Similarly for LLUMC, officials were able to
provide clear direction on station siting and their
strong support for the Evans Street Alignment.
Until the entire Evans Street Corridor is
developed in the future, the alignment shown in
Alternative 2 may be appropriate as a short-term
operational segment.

To determine how strongly supported each
alternative is by stakeholders and the public,
specific ranking information was collected at the
above forums and was used in the
comprehensive evaluation of the detailed
alternatives.

u Trans)t éqrridar Pro jé_ct - Phase |
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Exhibit 1.7: Public Preferences from the October 19" Open House

Public Preferences from the

20
Number
of Votes

Corridor Segment

Findings from the Evaluation and
Candidate LPA

Based on the comprehensive technical
evaluation presented in this report and
public/stakeholder input, the candidate Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the E Street
Project contains the following geographic
segments.

# The northern portion from Kendall/Palm to
SR-30 is the alignment included in
Alternative 3. The primary reasons for this
are its directness of service, support from
CSUSB stakeholders, and its service to
neighborhoods along-Kendall Drive..

B The downtown portion along E Street is the
alignment included in Alternatives 1 and 3.
The E Street alignment does remove some
parking, but its impacts are far less than
those associated with D Street where the
taking of a lane of traffic would be needed as
well as the removal of parking. The City of
San Bernardino favors the E Street alignment
over the D Street alignment for the above
reasons. The E Street alignment also
provides a more direct service through the
downtown area and is seen as having the

E Street Transit Corridor Project . Phase 1

October 19th Open House

-- The Alignment in the North
segment is identical for
Alternatives 1 and 2.

-- The Alignment in the Downtown/
Central segment is identical
for Alternatives 1 and 3

Votes for these duplicate
segments
have been repeated

sbX Alternative 1
O sbX Alternative 2|
[O'sbX Alternative 3|

SOX Alternative 3

s
bX Altel‘native 2 Alternative

szAIIBr”aﬁVG 7

potential to positively influence future
development at the Carousel Mall.

@ The central portion from Rialto to Hospitality
Lane is the alignment included in
Alternatives 1 and 3. It is more of a direct
connection than the G Street alignment and is
favored by Inland Center Mall stakeholders
who prefer a station on E Street near the
mall.

® The southern portion from the Hospitality
Lane Commercial Area to the VA Hospital
uses the elevated transitway over |-10 to the
Evans Street Corridor.

The locally adopted LPA is shown in Exhibit 1.8
with detail about its performance shown in Table
1.1. ltis possible that the entire Evans Street
Corridor may not be complete when the LPA is
constructed and open for service. If that is the
case, a short-term LPA is also included (see
Exhibit 1.9) which uses the northern portion of
Evans Street and then crosses over to Anderson
Street using a proposed connector road. If the
northern segment of Evans Street has not been
built by the time the sbX project opens,
temporary service will commence on Anderson.
Table 1.2 shows the performance of the short-
term LPA. o
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Exhibit 1.8: Locally Preferred Alternative
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Table 1.1: Locally Preferred Alternative

(/4

.~ Station Loca

Acquisition/Easement Required

| Area Required within
| 300 on either side of
__ Intersection /

 Statior ce ’ _ (square foot . S .
Kendall at Palm Ave. 80 0.00 Yes 44,000 Includes Park and Ride (surface parking),
ROW for 300" south-of intersection-even
though station is further south.-Joint
development potential on 12.8 acre vacant
site
CSUSB-South 241 2,700 Removes some landscaping
Kendall Dr. at N, Little 1.35 Yes 900 May be difficult due to extremely narrow |
Mountain Dr. . ~ sidewalks = '
Kendall Dr. at Shandin 0.68 Yes
Hills/40th St.
E Street at Marshall Blvd. 150 1.58 Yes 55,000 Park and Ride {surface parking)
E St. at Highland Ave. 0.92 No With Sidewalk Extension
E St. at Baseline St. 1.00 No With Sidewalk Extension ]
E St. at Carousel Mall 1.09 Curb extension
E St. at Rialto Ave. north 170 0.38 3,000 Park and Ride {surface parking)
of RR : On-Intermodal Transportation Center
(Transcenter) site (Prior acquisition
; assumed) 1
E St. at North-Mall Way 0.99 No 2,590 Includes linkage up to the bridge and up to
: the station near Orange Show Fairgrounds.
Assumes 5' sidewalk could be added to the
bridge (not a part of the project). Does not
include linkage to shopping center
Hospitality:Lane at Hunts 1.70 7.800 Nearside Stop for EB |
Lane = :
Hospitality Lane east of 0.92 8,400
Carnegie Drive v
Evans Street at Academy 440 0.85 176,000 includes Park and Ride (surface parking)
Wy. , '
Evans St. at University 047 4,800
Ave.
Barton Road. at Anderson 059 - 11,400
St , : i L
Barton Road at Loma 120 0.93 155,000 Includes shared parking and replacement
Linda Dr. parking (total 600 spaces).
Station and parking for sbX on 1st floor of
parking structure, VA parking on levels 2,
3,and 4.
16 Stops * 960 15.86 :

* Excluding Potential Future Stations
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Locally Preferred Alternative (Short Term)

Exhibit 1.9:
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Table 1.2: Locally Preferred Alternative (Short Term)

Acquisition/Easement Required
Area Required within = oy
/ 300’ on either side of
- ( . Distance | .
Station Location inMiles - Remarks o
Kendall at Palm Ave. 80 0.00 Yes 44,000 Includes Park and Ride (surface parking),
ROW for 300" south of intersection even
though station is further south' Joint
development potential on 12.8 acre vacant
site.
CSUSB-South 241 2,700 Remove some landscaping
Kendall Dr. at N. Little 1.35 Yes 900 | May be difficult due to extremely narrow
Mountain Dr. sidewalks
Kendall:Dr. at Shandin 068 - Yes " :
Hills/40th St. : ‘ /
E Street at Marshall Bivd. 150 1.58 Yes 55,000 . Park and Ride (surface parking)
E St. at Highland Ave. 0.92 No With Sidewalk Extension
. |
E St. at Baseline St. | 1.00 No With Sidewalk Extension
E St. at Carousel Mall 1.09 Curb extension
E St. at Rialto Ave. north 170 0.38 3,000 Park and Ride {surface parking)
of RR On Intermodal Transportation Center
(Transcenter) site (Prior acquisition
assumed)
E St atNorth Mall Way | 0.99 No 2,590 Includes linkage up to the bridge and up to
. 1 the station:near Orange Show Fairgrounds.
Assume 5' sidewalk could be added to'the
bridge (not a part of the project).
Does not include linkage to shopping
center :
Hospitality Lane at Hunts 1.70 7,800 Nearside Stop for EB
Lane
Hospitality Lane east of 0.92 8,400
Camegie Drive
Evans Street at Academy 440 0.85 176,000 Includes Park and Ride (surface parking)
Wy.
Anderson St. and Stewart 054 i 18,000
St. \
Anderson St. at Barton 043 16,200
Road
Barton Road at Loma 120 0.93 155,000 Includes shared parking and replacement
Linda Drive parking (total 600 spaces).
Station and parking for sbX on-1st floor of
parking structure, VA parking on levels 2,
. . 3,and4.
17 Stops * 960 15.79
* Excluding Potential Future Stations
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1 - Overview

As shown in Table 1.1, the LPA includes 16
stations and is approximately 15.9 miles in length
from the Palm/Kendall Station in the north to the
VA Hospital and the Loma Linda Transcenter in
the south.

The E Street LPA along with the Extension of
Metrolink to the proposed San Bernardino
Transcenter will create a new multimodal hub at
E Street and Rialto that also connects to the
proposed Redlands Rail Line (Exhibit 1.10).

Cost-Effectiveness/Benefit Assessment

The cost effectiveness of the Locally Preferred
Alternative was calculated based on the ratio of

the incremental cost of new service, divided by
the incremental user benefit of the new service.
The cost of new service was expressed in terms
of annual dollars required for both capital costs
and operating costs. The user benefits of new
service were expressed in terms of annual hours
of transit travel time savings.

The cost benefits of the LPA Alternative, as
compared to the TSM Alternative, are
summarized in Table 1.3. The data in this table
showed that the cost effectiveness of the LPA
Alternative is $12.53 per hour of transit travel
time savings.

Exhibit 1.10: Redlands Rail Alignment

A0S
3% Proposed LRT Stations
%  Proposed LRT Stations with Park-and-Ride
Fixed Ratl Tramsit
Metrohink Extension
o £ Street Cormidot - Locally Preferted Alternative

Redlands Rail Alignment

o

] .5 1.0
Y
Miles
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Table 1.3: Cost Effectiveness of LPA in
Compared to TSM

~ Savings
Benefit
(Hours)

TSM | $21493,000

| Effectiveness
| (per Hourof
_Benefiy

LPA $24,763,000 261,000 $12.53

Next Steps in the Project Development
Process

LPA Adoption and Inclusion in the SCAG
RTP. The selection of the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) was determined by the PDT on
October 26, 2005 based on the results of the
detailed alternatives analysis and input from the
general public, stakeholders, and agencies. As
shown in Table 1.4, the recommendations of the
PDT were presented to the Omnitrans Planning
and Productivity Committee (PPC) on November
9, 2005, SANBAG's Plans & Programs
Committee on November 16 and was adopted by
the Omnitrans and SANBAG Boards on
December 7, 2005. The LPA was also adopted
by the San Bernardino and Loma Linda City
Councils in December 2005.

Table 1.4: Status and Next Steps

» Project Development Team Recommended the LPA
on October 26, 2005

o Omnitrans Board PPC —- November 9, 2005
(Approved)

o SANBAG PPC - November 16, 2005 (Approved)

o San Bernardino City Council - December 5, 2005
(Approved) :

o Omnitrans Board — December 7, 2005

o - SANBAG Board — December 7, 2005

o Loma Linda City Council - Early 2006

o SCAG RSTIS Committee ~ January 19, 2006

e PDT Member Organizations — January through
March, 2006

o Federal Transit Administration (FTA) - March/April,
2006

E Street Transit Corridor Project - 'Fhas‘

Upon completion of all local adoptions,
Omnitrans will receive a Letter of Completion
from the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG). The Letter of Completion
is issued by SCAG’s Regionally Significant
Transportation Investment Strategy (RSTIS)
Committee.

Next, SANBAG and Omnitrans will nominate the
LPA as part of the package of projects from San
Bernardino County for inclusion in the next
update of the Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) in early 2006. Then the LPA is taken
before the appropriate SCAG RTP Committees
for consideration in the next RTP’s Adopted
Plans and Programs list.

Transition into Preliminary Engineering
and Environmental Studies

In addition to the LPA Report, several activities
and deliverables need to be produced prior to the
commencement of Preliminary Engineering and
Environmental Studies.

Scope of Work for Detailed Alternatives
Analysis. For environmental transition, a scope
of work will be prepared by the Project Team for
a Detailed Environmental Analysis that will be
performed under the guidelines of the National
Environmental Protection Act (NEPA).

Prepare Financial Plan. The following steps will
be conducted in preparing the financial plan.

Identify Federal Funding Sources. The first
task in developing the Financial Plan will be to
identify the capital funding sources available from
the Federal Government. One issue to be
specifically addressed is the pros and cons of
seeking Section 5309 New Starts funding.
Depending on the cost and service plan of the
BRT project, it may be more advantageous to
enter the new “small starts” category of funding
which has a federal participation cap of $75
million. This would enable the BRT project to
enter a more streamlined New Starts rating
process. To accomplish this task, the Project
Team will evaluate various Federal funding
programs available to Omnitrans.




1 - Overview
Evaluate Sources of Funding for Local Match.
The next task will be to evaluate funding sources
for the local match of Federal funds. The degree
of local match funding will be a major factor in the
FTA’'s New Starts project evaluation process. A
high level of matching funds from state and local
sources demonstrates both that the project has
strong local support, and that the Federal
participation would be leveraged to a greater
extent than for competing projects with lower
matching levels from other metropolitan areas.

The local match requirement for the capital costs
will be segmented and evaluated by type of
capital expenditure. For example, potential joint-
use facilities and opportunities for public/private
partnerships will be evaluated as an opportunity
for private investment to fund a portion of the
capital cost. Vehicle costs will be assessed for a
lease-purchase option in order to reduce the
initial capital outlay.

Stability and Reliability Analysis. Once the
Financial Plan is developed, the next task will be
to evaluate the plan’s ability to deal with funding
contingencies such as delays in federal funding,
changes in local economic activity, and some
degree of unforeseen cost escalation. In order to
evaluate the stability and reliability of the funding
plan, two types of “What if’ analysis will be done.
A stability analysis will be performed to measure
the plan’s ability to withstand changes in the
driving variables in the sources of revenue. The
plan should be able to manage a reasonable
amount of changes in the underlying
assumptions without unduly impacting the
funding requirements of the plan. Changes in
economic growth projections, unanticipated
declines in ridership, or adverse changes to the
level of inflation should be the type of variables
the plan should be able to withstand. A reliability
analysis will be performed to measure the plan’s
ability to be influenced by changes in the
legislative and political environment.

Risk Analysis. In the cost side, each major
component of the transportation system will be
reviewed to ensure that sufficient allowance has
been made to deal with unforeseen
contingencies. This analysis will essentially
measure the plan’s ability to manage cost
overruns and unanticipated delays and expenses
beyond the planned expenditure levels.

Prepare Draft Program Management Plan. A
Draft Program Management Plan will be
prepared as required by FTA prior to approval for
entry into Preliminary Engineering. The Draft
Program Management Plan will include:

# Roles and Responsibilities of Key
Participants;

# Quality Control and Assurance;

__ POTENTIAL FUNDIN ORLOCAL MATCH
State Transit Assistance Funds
Transit Development Act (TDA) Funds
Motor Fuel Taxes’

Vehicle Registration Fees

Special Purpose Local Option Sales
Taxes

Special Tax Allocation Districts
Parking Fees
Concessions
Advertising-
Joint Development

Public / Private Parinerships

State and Local
Funds

& # T ® @

Ancillary
Revenues
{Net.of Cost of
Operating)

@ BB S g8

Capital Leases — Lease / Lease Back
Program '
Innovative « Vendor Financing of Ralling Stock
Financing Tools Lease — Purchase Procurements

« Various Shori-Term.Financing

@

Programs

Design Management;

Real Estate and Other Property Acquisition;
Risk Management;

Safety and Security;

Construction and Procurement Management;

Testing and Preparation for Revenue Start-
Up;

Human Resources;
Labor Relations and Dispute Resolution; and

B Legal Requirements, Assurances and
Agreements.

Prepare New Starts Report. A New Starts
Report will be prepared for submittal to FTA.
This report will include:

# Project Justification Information (mobility
improvements, environmental benefits,
operating efficiencies, cost effectiveness,
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transit supportive existing land use policies,
and future patterns, and other factors);

# Financial Plan (proposed share from sources
other than Section 5309 New Starts, strength
of proposed capital funding plan, ability to
fund operation and maintenance);

# Fleet Management Plan; and
# Draft Program Management Plan.

Prepare Request to Enter PE. A formal request
for approval to enter Preliminary Engineering will
be prepared for submittal to FTA.

Transition to Preliminary Engineering.
Transition to Preliminary Engineering will involve
the preparation of the Administrative Record

E Street Transit Corridor Project i Phasé;

(project files) and a scope of work that Omnitrans
can use to supplement this contract.

Documents Needed for TransitiontoPE =~
LPA Report

20-Year Capital Program Financial Plan

20-Year Operating Program Financial Plan

20-Year Cash Flow

Draft Program Management Plan

New Starts Report

Fleet Management Plan

Request to Enter Preliminary Engineering

Administrative Record
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CHAPTER 2 - CAPITAL COSTS

The calculation of the Capital Costs for the
various alternatives was assembled from four
elements, which were summarized into the
Standard Cost Categories (SCC) “Main
Spreadsheet”.

Tables 2.1 through 2.4 show two pages of the
SCC; the “Main Spreadsheet” and “BUILD
Annualized”, for the Long-Term and Short-Term
LPAs. Please note that costs are entered into
the spreadsheet in thousands of dollars. This
means that an entry of 472 represents $472,000
and an entry of 20,100 represents a cost of
$20,100,000. The line items described below
refer to those labeled on these Tables.

Those elements that contributed to the Capital
Cost calculation are:

# Right of Way Summary Sheets. As part of
the corridor definition and right-of-way
analysis, a series of spreadsheets was
constructed to compute where acquisition
may be required. These spreadsheets

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Plzqgé

provide estimates of the cost of real estate
required to accommodate widening in the
Corridor. In addition, they estimate the
amount of the Corridor subject to roadway
modification, as well as the length subject to
simple re-striping. This provides input to line
items 10.02, 10.03, and 60.01 in the SCC.

Structure Estimates. These estimates
provided cost estimates for the various
structures (e.g. bridge widening) required for
the various alternatives. Those components
of cost for line items in the 80s, and line 90 of
the SCC are computed separately for the
entire Alternative.

Station Costing. These provided estimates
for capital costs for the stations. The station
costing was comprised of a large number of
elements, resulting in many entries in the
SCC. The station costing spreadsheet,
shown in Table 2.5, provided input to line
items 20.01, 20.06, 40.05, 40.06, 40.07,
50.05, 50.06, and 60.01.




Table 2.1: Major Capital Project Costs (Long-Term LPA)

Major Capital Project Costs - Main Worksheet (Rev. 1, Jan. 21,2005) [Year of Base Year Dollars should
Project E-Street BRT - LPA {Long-Term} Today's Dat 10/6/05 match year in "Today's Date.
Location) San Bernardino, CA Yr of Base Year Dollars| 2005
'YOE Dollars automatically arrive
Project 10} XXXX (TEAM-Fast Track Cross-Ref. ID - automatically assigned by Fast Track; call to obtain) from Inflation Calculation to
Phase|AA ¥r of Revenue Ops| 2010 YOE worksheet.
Contracting MethodjDesign Bid Buiid, Design Build, CM at Risk, Forecast Year, 2030
Number of Route Miles]15.55 Number of Stations 16
Base Year Base Year Base Year Below, please include notes,
Base Year Doliars Total should match BaseYear | oo” Pf;::: . Pi:";ﬂ“ YOE Dollars |commentary, etc: to clarify usage
Base Year Dollars Total on the Quantity | Dollars Total Cost pran sl Total  |of categories and line items, to
Allocated Contingency worksheet. (X000) (X000) Construction Total {X000) {note special conditions, reasons
Cost Project Cost for cost change, etc.
10 GUIDEWAY & TRACK ELEMENTS (route miles) 9.65 30,875 $ 3,199 56% 20% 34,920
10.01 Gui At-grade ive right-of-way
10.02 Guid . At-grade i (allows cross-traffic) 4.89 21,688 $ 4,435
10.03 Guideway: At-grade in mixed traffic 4.54 321 $ 71
10.04 Guideway: Aerial structure 0.22 8,865 $ 40,295
10.05 Guideway: Built-up filt
10.06 Guideway. Underground cut & cover
1007 Guideway: Underground tunnel
10.08 Guideway: Retained cut or fill
10.09 Track: Direct fixation
10.10 Track: Embedded
10.11 Track: Ballasted
10.12 Track: Special (switches, turnouts)
10.13 Track: Vibration and noise dampening
20 STATIONS, STOPS, TERMINALS, INTERMODAL (| ber) 16 11,167 $ 698 20% 7% 12,587
20.01 At-grade station, stop, shelter, mall, terminal, platform 16 8,167 $ 510
20.02 Aerial station, stop, sheiter, mall, terminal, platform
20.03 Underground station, stop, shelter, mall, terminal, platform
2004 Other stations, landings, terminals: Intermodal, ferry, troliey; étc.
20.05 Joint development
20.06 Automobile parking multi-story structure 3,000
2007 Elevators, escalators
30 SUPPORT FACILITIES: YARDS, SHOPS, ADMIN. BLDGS 9.65 4,062 ] 421 7% 3% 4,658
30.01 Administration Building: Office, sales, storage, revenue counting
30.02 Light Maintenance Facility 4,062
30.03 Heavy Maintenance Facility
30.04 Storage or Maintenance of Way Building
30.05 Yard and Yard Track
40 SITEWORK & SPECIAL CONDITIONS 9.65 4,974 $ 515 9% 3% 5,749
40.01 ; Demolition, Clearing, Earthwork
40.02 Site Utilities, Utility Relocation B
40.03 Haz mat'l, contam'd soil removal/mitigation, ground water treatments
40.04 Envi itigation, e.g. istori jic, parks ]
40.05 Site structures including retaining walls, sound walls 608 |
40.06 Pedestrian / bike access and accommodation, landscaping AT
40.07 ile, bus, van i ing roads, parking lots 2,905
40,08 Temporary Facilities and other indirect costs during construction
50 SYSTEMS 9.65 3,867 $ 401 7% 3% 4,425
50.01 Train control-and signals
50.02 Traffic signals and crossing protection
50.03 Traction power supply: subslations
50.04 Traction power distribution: catenary and third rail
50.05 Communications 537
50.06 ‘Fare collection system and equipment 3,330
50.07 Central Control
C {Sum Categories 10 - 50) 9.65 54944 |$ 5,694 - 100% 36% 62,338
60 ROW, LAND, EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS 9.65 11,950 S 1,238 8% 13,691
60.01 ‘Purchase or ipase of real estate 11,950
60.02 jon of existing and i
70 VEHICLES (number) 33 17,650 $ 538 12% 20,107
70.01 Light Rail
70.02 Heavy Rail
70.03 Commuter Rail
70.04 Bus 10 5,000 $ 500
70.05. Other 23 12,650 $ 550
70.06 ‘Non-revenue vehicles
70.07 Spare parts
80 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 8.65 43,107 | $ 4,467 28% 49,352
80.01 Preliminary Engineering 6593
80.02 Final Design 13,736
80.03 Project Management for Design and Construction 10,989
80.04 C i ini ion & A 10,989
80.05 Insurance 200
80.06 Legal; Permits; Review Fees by other agencies, cities, etc. 200
80.07 Surveys, Testing, Investigation, inspection 200
80.08 Agency Force Account Work 200
190 UNALLOCATED CONTINGENCY 25,000 16% 28,698
Subtotal (Sum Categories 10-- 80) 9.65 152,651 $ 15,819 100% 174,187
100 FINANCE CHARGES 0 0% 0
Total Project Cost (Sum Ci ies 10 ~ 100) 965 | 152651 [$ 15819] [ 100% | 174,187
YOE Gonstruction Cost per-Mile (X000) 3 6,460
YOE Total Project Cost per Mile (X000) $ 18,050
|Base Year Soft Costs & Contingency/Construction (0 + 90) / (10 thru 50 124%

Enter finance charges on Inflation
Calculation to YOE worksheet.
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Table 2.2: Major Capital Project Costs (Long-Term LPA)
(Annualized Cost)

Major Capital Project Costs - BUILD Annualized Cost (Template 8) (rev. 1, an. 21, 2005)
Projec E-Street BRT - LPA {Long-Term} Today'sDatel  10/6/05
Location) San Bernardino, CA Yr of Base Year Dollars 2005
Annualized
For the BUILD alternative, simply spread the Contingency Spread Spread Total with - Cost =
according to perceived Risks. When the project includes buses, proportionally |, L ated | Professional Annualization Total with
insert the appropriate Annualization Factor. The rest is Base Year | Frofessional Contingency| Services Factor o Professional
autornatically calculated. Quantity Dollars Total Services according to and Years O.f (based on 7% semf’es and
(X000) over perceived Unal]ocated Useful Life rate) Contingency
Categories Risks Contingency {07/ - (1.07)™ spread
10 through 50 (X000) spread no. yrs] X
(X000) (X000) Ann. Factor
(X000)
10 GUIDEWAY & TRACK ELEMENTS (route miles) 9.65 30,875 60,097 4,637
10.01 Guideway: At-grade exclusive right-of-way 0.00 0 0 5,000 5,000 80 0.0703 352
10.02 Guideway: At-grade semi-exclusive (allows cross-traffic) 4.89 21,688 17,016 38,704 30 0.0806 3,119
10.03 Guideway: At-grade in mixed traffic 4.54 321 252 574 20 0.0944 54
10.04 Guideway: Aerial structure 0.22 8,865 6,955 15,820 80 0.0703 1,112
10.05 Guideway: Buift-up filt 0.00 Q 0 0 80 0.0703 0
10.06 Guideway. Underground cut & cover 0.00 4] 0 1) 70 0.0706 [+]
10.07 Guideway: Underground tunnel ) 0.00 0 0 [i] 70 0.0706 0
10.08 Guideway: Retained cut or fill 0.00 [ 0 0 80 0.0703 0
10.09 Track: Direct fixation 0 0 1] 30 0.0806 0
10.10 Track: Embedded 0 0 0 20 0.0944 0
10.11 Track: Ballasted [ 0 0 35 0.0772 0
10.12' Track: Special (swilches, turnouts) )] 0 )] 30 0.0806 )
10.13" Track: Vibration-and noise dampening o 0 0 30 0.0806 0
20 STATIONS, STOPS, TERMINALS, INTERMODAL (number) 16 11,167 24,928 1,770
20.01 ‘At-grade station, stop, sheiter, mall, terminal, platform 16 8,167 6,407 5,000 19,574 70 0.0706 1,382
20.02 Aerial station, stop, shelter, mall, terminal, platform 4] 0 0 0 70 0.0706 0
20.03 Underground station, stop, sheiter, mall, terminal, platform 0 0 0 0 70 0.0706 0
20.04 Other stations, landings, terminals: Intermodal, ferry, trolley, efc. 0 ] 3] 0 70 0:0706 0
20.05 Joint development 0 0 [ 0 70 0.0706 0
20.06 Automobile parking multi-story structure 0 3,000 2,354 5,354 50 i 0.0725 388
20.07 ' Eievators, escalators 0 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
30 SUPPORT FACILITIES: YARDS, SHOPS, ADMIN. BLDGS 4,062 9,248 670
30.01 Administration Building: Office, sales, storage, revenue counting 0 0 0 50 0.0725 Q
30.02 Light Maintenance Facility 4,062 3,186 2,000 9,248 50 0.0725 670
30.03 Heavy Maintenance Facility o 0 0 50 0.0725 )
30.04 Storage or Maintenance of Way Building 0 0 0 50 0.0725 [}
30.05 Yard and Yard Track 0 0 o 80 0.0703 0
40 SITEWORK & SPECIAL CONDITIONS 4,974 9,877 863
40.01 Demolition, Clearing, Earthwork [4] 0 o 100 0.0701 0
40.02 Site Utilities, Utility Relocation 969 776 1,765 300 0.0701 124
40.03 Haz. mati, contam'd soil removal/mitigation, ground water treatments g [ 0 100 0.0701 0
40.04 Environmental mitigation, e.g. wetlands, historic/archeologic, parks [} 1) 0 100 0.070 [
40.05 Site structures including retaining walls, sound walls [ 477 1,085 0 0.070: 76
40.06 Pedestrian / bike access and accommodation, landscaping 47, 370 842 0 0.0944 80
40.07. A ile, bus; van ys inciuding roads, parking lots 2,905 2279 1,000 6,184 20 0.0944 584
40.08 Temporary Facilities and other indirect costs during construction 1] 0 0 100 0.0701 [1]
50 SYSTEMS 3,867 7,901 746
50.01 Train control and signals 0 Q 0 30 0.0806 0
50.02 Traffic signals and crossing protection 0 0 ] 30 0.0806 0
50.03 Traction power supply. substations 0 0 [ 40 0.0750 0
50.04 Traction power distribution: catenary and third rail 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
50.05 Communications 537 421 958 20 0.0844 %0
50.06 Fare collection system and equi| it 3,330 2,613 1,000 6,943 20 0.0944 655
50.07 Central Control 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
Construction Subtotal {(Sum Categories 10 - 50) 54,944 112,051 8,686
60 ROW, LAND, EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS 11,950 22,950 1,608
60.01 Purchase or lease of real estate 11,950 11,000 22,950 100 0.0701 1,608
60.02 Relocation of existing h holds and businesses 1] [ 100 0.0701
70 VEHICLES (number) 33 17,650 17,650 1,938
70.01 Light Rail 0 0 0 25 0.0858 0
70.02 Heavy Rail 0 [ 0 25 0.0858 0
70.03 Commuter Rail 0 0 0 25 0.0858 0
70.04 Bus 10 5,000 5,000 1210 18 0.1098 549
70.05 Other 23 12,650 12,650 varies 0.1098 1,389
70.06 Non-revenue vehicles 0 0 0 varies 0
70.07 Spare parts 0 0 0 varies 0
80 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 43,107
80.01 Preliminary Engineering 6,593
80.02 Final Design 13,736
80.03 Project Management for Design and Construction 10,989
80.04 Construction Adminisiration & Management 10,989
80.05 Insurance 200
80.06. Legal; Permits; Review Fees by other agencies, cities, efc. 200
80.07 Surveys, Testing, Investigation, Inspection 200
80.08 Agency Force Account Work 200
90 UNALLOCATED CONTINGENCY 25,000
Subtotal (Sum Categories 10 - 90) 152,651 43,107 25,000 152,651 12,233
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Table 2.3: Major Capital Project Costs (Short-Term LPA)

Major Capital Project Costs - Main Worksheet (Rev. 1, Jan. 21, 2005) Year of Base Year Dollars should
match year in “Today's Date.”
Project E-Street BRT - LPA {Short Term} Today's Date}  10/6/05
Location| San Bernardino, CA Yr of Base Year Dollars| 2005
'YOE Dollars automatically arrive
Project (D] XXXX {TEAM-Fast Track Cross-Ref. iD - automatically assigned by Fast Track; call to obtain) from Inflation Caiculation to
Phase|AA ¥r of Revenue Ops| 2010 YOE worksheet.
Contracting Method{Design Bid Build, Design Build, CM at Risk, Forecast Year| 2030
Number of Route Miles)15.66 Number of Stations; 16
Base Year Base Year Base Year Beiow, please include n(_;les.
Base Year Dollars Total should match ! Base Year Dollars Unit Pg;‘::": Pe?c"::('s . YOE Dollars {commentary, etc. to clarify usage
Base Year Dollars Total on the Quantity | Dollars Total Cont p sl Total  of categories and line items, to
Allocated Contingency worksheet, {X000) (X000) Construction Yotal (X000) ]note special conditions, reasons
Cost Project Cost for cost change, etc.
10 GUIDEWAY & TRACK ELEMENTS (route miles) 9.75 32,383 $ 3,321 57% 21% 36,724
10.01 Guideway: At-grade exclusive right-of-way
10.02- Guideway: At-grade semi-exclusive {allows cross-traffic) 5.05 22,398 $ 4,435
10.03 Guideway: At-grade in mixed traffic 4.48 317 $ 71
10.04 Guideway: Aerial structure 0.22 9,668 $ 43,845
10.05 Guideway: Buiit-up fill
10.06 Guideway: Underground cut & cover
10.07 Guideway: Underground tunnel
10.08 Guideway: Retained cut or fill
10.09 Track: Direct fixation
10.10 Track: Embedded
10.11 Track: Ballasted
10,12 Track: Special (switches, turnouts)
10.13 Track: Vibration and noise dampening
20 STATIONS, STOPS, TERMINALS, INTERMODAL ( ber) 16 11,167 $ 698 20% 7% 12,587
20.01 At-grade station, stop; sheiter, mall, terminal, platform 16 8,167 $ 510
20.02 Aerial station, stop, shelter, mall, terminal, platform
20.03 Underground station, stop, sheiter, mall, terminal, platform
20.04 Other stations, landings, terminals: intermodal, ferry, trolley, etc.
20.05 Joint development
20.06 ‘Automobile parking multi-story structure 3,000
20.07 Elevators, escalators
30 SUPPORT FACILITIES: YARDS, SHOPS, ADMIN. BLDGS 9.75 4,062 $ M7 T% 3% 4,658
30.01 Administration Building: Office, sales, storage, revenue counting
30.02 Light Maintenance Facility 4,062
30.03 Heavy Maintenance Facility
30.04 Storage or Maintenance of Way Building
30.05 Yard and Yard Track
40 SITEWORK & SPECIAL CONDITIONS 9.75 4,913 $ 504 9% 3% 5,676
40.01 Damolition; Clearing, Earthwork
40.02 Site Utilities, Utility Relocation 1,017
40,03 Haz. mat, contam'd soil itigation, ground water
40.04 i itigation, e.g. istori ic; parks
40.05 Site structures including retaining walls, sound walls 624
40.06 Pedestrian / bike access and accommodation, landscaping 472
40.07 ile, bus, van i ing roads, parking lots 2,800
40.08 Temporary Facilities-and other indirect costs during construction
50 SYSTEMS 9.75 3,867 S 397 7% 2% 4,425
50.01 Train control and signals
50.02 - Traffic signals and crossing protection
50.03 Traction power supply: substations
50.04 Traction power distribution: catenary and third rail
50.05 Communications 537
50.06 Fare collection system and equipment 3,330
50.07. Central Control
C i | {(Sum C: 10 - 50) 9.75 56,392 $ 5,784 | 100% 36% 64,070
60 ROW, LAND, EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS 9.75 12,888 $ 1,322 8% 14,813
60.01 -Purchase or lease of real estate 12,888
60.02 of existing and busil
70 VEHICLES (number) 33 17,650 $ 538 1% 20,107
70.01 ‘Light Rail
70.02° Heavy Rail
70.03 Commuter Rail
70.04 Bus 10 5,000 $ 500
70.05 Other 23 12,650 $ 550
70.06 Non-revenue vehicles
70.07 . Spare paris
80 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 9.75 44,222 $ 4,536 28% 50,686
80.01 Praliminary Engineering 6767
80.02 Final Design 14,098
80.03 Project Management for Dasign and Construction 11,278
80.04 C ion Admini ion & M: 11,278
80.05 Insurance 200
80.06 Legal; Permits; Review Fees by other agencies, cities, etc. 200
80.07 Surveys, Testing, Investigation, inspection 200
80.08 Agency Force Account Work 200
90 UNALLOCATED CONTINGENCY 25,000 16% 28,698
{Sum Categories 18 - 90) 9.75 156,151 |'$ 16,015 100% 178,374
100_FINANCE CHARGES 0 0% [:]
Total Project Cost (Sum Ci 10 ~ 100) 975 | 156151 |$ 16,015 [ 400% | 178,374
YOE Construction Cost per-Mile {X000) $ 6,571
YOE Total Project Cost per Mile {(X000) $ 18,295
|Base Year Soft Costs & Contingency/Construction (80 + 90) / (10 thru 50) 123%

Enter finance charges on Inflation
Calculation to YOE worksheet.
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Table 2.4: Major Capital Project Costs (Short-Term LPA)

(Annualized Cost)
Major Capital Project Costs - BUILD Annualized Cost (Template 8) (rev. 1. 4an. 21, 2005)
Project E-Street BRT - LPA {Short Term} Today's Date)  10/6/05
Locationf San Bernardino, CA Yr of Base Year Dollars| 2005
Annualized
For the BUILD aiternative, simply spread the Contingency Spread Spread | lotaiwith o Cost =
according to perceived Risks. When the project includes buses, propomqnaﬂy Unailocated Profes_suonal Annualization Total v.mh
insert the appropriate Annualization Factor. The rest is Base Year | 7OSSOM8! | contingency{ SeTvices Factor | Professional
{automatically calculated. Quantity | Dallars Total Services according to and Years Of (based on 7% Servnf;es and
(X000) over perceived Unal]ocated Useful Life rate) Contingency
Categories Risks Contingency {071 - (1.07- spread
10 through 50 (X000) spread no. yrs] x
{X000) (X000) Ann. Factor
(X000)
10 GUIDEWAY & TRACK ELEMENTS (route miles) 9.75 32,383 62,777 4,838
10.01 Guideway: At-grade exciusive right-of-way 0.00 0 0 5,000 5,000 80 0.0703 352
10.02 Guid : At-grade i ive (allows cross-traffic) 5.05 22,398 17,564 39,862 30 0.0806 3,220
10.03 Guideway: At-grade in mixed traffic 448 317 249 566 20 0.0844 53
10.04 Guideway: Aerial structure 0.22 9,668 7,582 17,250 80 0.0703 1213
10.05 Guideway: Built-up fill 0.00 0 0 0 80 0.0703 0
10.06 Guideway: Underground cut & cover 0.00 0 0 0 70 0.0706 0
10.07 Guideway: Underground tunnel 0.00 0 0 0 70 0.0706 0
10.08 Guideway: Retained cut or fill 0.00 0 0 0 80 00703 0
10.09 Track: Direct fixation [ 0 0 30 0.0806 0
10.10 Track: Embedded 0 0 0 20 0.0944 0
10.11: Track: Ballasted ] 0 0 35 0.0772 0
10.12 Track: Special (switches, tumouts) 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
10.13 Track: Vibration and noise dampening 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
20 STATIONS, STOPS, TERMINALS, INTERMODAL (number) 16 11,167 24,924 1,770
20.01 Al-grade station, stop, shelter, mall, ferminal, platform 16 8,167 6,404 5,000 19,571 70 0.0706 1,382
20.02 Aerial station, stop, shelter, mall, terminal, platform 0 [ 0 () 70 0.0706 0
20.03 Underground station, stop, shelier, mall, terminal, platform 0 0 [¢] 0 70 0.0706 0
20.04 Other stations, landil inalt 1, ferry, trolley, etc. 0 0 0 0 70 0.0706 0
20.05 Joint development 0 0 [ 0 70 0.0706 0
20.06 Automobile parking muiti-story structure 0 3,000 2,353 5,353 50 0.0726 388
20.07 Elevators, escalators 0 0 0 0 30 00806 0
30 SUPPORT FACILITIES: YARDS, SHOPS, ADMIN. BLDGS 4,062 9,247 670
30.01 Administration Building: Office, sales, storage, revenue counting 0 0 0 50 0.0725 0
30.02 Light Maintenance Facility 4,062 3,185 2,000 9,247 50- 0.0725 670
30.03 Heavy Maintenance Facility 0 [¢] 0 50 0.0725 o
30.04 Storage of Maintenance of Way Building 0 0 0 50 00725 [
30.05 Yard and Yard Track 0 0 0 80 0.0703 0
40 SITEWORK & SPECIAL CONDITIONS 4,913 9,766 851
40.01 Demolition, Clearing, Earthwork 0 0 0 100 0.0701 0
40.02 Site Utilities, Utility Relocation 1,017 798 1,815 100 0.070 127
40.03 Haz. mat'l, contam'd soil itigation, ground water [1] 0 0 100 0.070 1]
40.04 Envi | mitigation, e.g. , histori logic, parks 0 0 0 100 0.070 0
40,05 Site structures including retaining walls, sound walls 624 489 1,113 80 .070: 78
40.06 Pedestrian / bike access and accommodation, fandscaping 472 370 842 20 .0944 79
40.07 ile, bus, van including roads, parking lots 2,800 2,196 1,000 5,996 20 .0944 566
40.08 Temporary Facilities and other indirect costs during construction 0 0 0 100 .0701 [}]
50 SYSTEMS 3,867 7,899 746
50.01 Train control and signals 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
50.02 Traffic signals and crossing protection 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
50.03 Traction power supply: substations 0 [ 0 40 0.0750 0
50.04 Traction power distribution: catenary and third rait 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
50,05 Communications 537 421 958 20 0.0944 90
50.06 Fare collection system and equipment 3,330 2,611 1,000 6,941 20 0.0944 655
50.07 Centra! Control 0 0 0 30 0.0806 0
Construction Subtotal (Sum Categories 10 - 50) 56,392 114,613 8,875
60 ROW, LAND, EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS 112,888 23,888 1,674
60.01 Purchase or lease of real estate 12,888 11,000 23,888 100 0.0701 1,674
60.02 Relocation of existing Ids and busi 0 0 100 0.0701 0
70 VEHICLES (number) 33 17,650 17,650 1,938
70.01 Light Rail 0 0 0 25 0.0858 0
70.02 Heavy Rail 0 0 0 25 0.0858 0
70.03 Commuter Rail 0 0 0 25 0.0858 0
70.04 Bus 10 5,000 5,000 121018 0.1098 548
70.05 Other 23 12,650 12,650 varies 0.1098 1,389
70.06 Non-revenue vehicles 0 1] 0 varies 0
70.07 Spare parts 0 0 0 varies 0
80 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 44,222
80.01 Preliminary Engineering 6,767
80.02 Final Design 14,098
80.03 Project Management for Design and Construction 11,278
80.04 Ci ion Administration & 11,278
80.05 Insurance 200
80.06 Legal; Permits; Review Fees by other agencies, cities, elc. 200
80.07 Surveys, Testing, Investigation, Inspection 200
80.08 - Agency Force Account Work . 200
90 UNALLOCATED CONTINGENCY 25,000 ;
| (Sum Categories 10 - 90) 156,151 44,222 25,000 156,151 - . 12,487

E Street Transit Corridor ;Project - Ph&sél
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|2 Capital Costs_|

m Operating Costs Calculation Spreadsheet. required by the SCC is that differing

The operating cost calculation presented in annualization factors can be applied to each line
the following chapter was used to provide the item. Tables 2.2 and 2.4 show the annualization
number of buses required for each calculation (built into the SCC) for the Long-Term
alternative. These buses are capital cost and Short-Term LPA. The last three columns on
items, which are entered on line items 70.04 the right show: the useful life, the annualization
and 70.05 of the SCC. In addition, the “fair factor (based on a 7% discount rate), and the
share” cost of the light maintenance facility resultant annualized cost for each line item. The
currently planned by Omnitrans (as a portion line items are summed to obtain the total
of the 260 bus capacity) is added to line item annualized cost for the alternative. The useful
30.02. lives and discount rate (annualization factors) are
fixed by the FTA for all capital cost items other

A summary of the resulting capital and
annualized capital costs for the four alternatives
(No Build, TSM, Long-Term LPA, Short-Term
LPA) is shown in Table 2.6. The alternatives .
range from $70,437,000 for the TSM to Table 2.6: Summary of Capital Costs
$156,151,000 for the Short-Term LPA. This T ' T T
corresponds to annualized costs ranging from
$5,909,000 for the TSM to $12,487,000 for the

than buses.

Short-Term LPA. NO Build $8,100,000 $830,000

. _ o TSM Alternative $70,437,000 $5,909,000
e ot oo b anualizod pased onan | 20X EPA{Long-Tem) |$152651000" | , $12235.000
assumption of the number of years of useful life sbX LPA {Short-Term} | $156,151,000 $12,487,000

for each element. One benefit to the great detail

et Transit Corridor Project - Phase |




CHAPTER 3 - OPERATING COSTS

In addition to capital costs, operating costs for
each alternative were developed. These could
then be combined to provide an annualized total
cost for each alternative, which would be more
directly comparable.

sbX operating costs share components with bus

operating costs. Each comes from a combination

of vehicle service hours and the cost per vehicle
service hour.

Vehicle service hours include the time spent in
actual service, layover time at the end of the
route and time, if necessary, to turn the bus
around at each end of the route. Computing
vehicle service hours included the following
steps:

# The distance of each alignment has been
measured. Round trip times have been
simulated.

& Layover times need to be 10% of the round
trip running time, with a minimum of 10
minutes, according to Omnitrans’ labor
agreement with the bus operators

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Phas‘e

® Turnaround times for each alignment were
estimated by the project team subject to
further refinement later in the study

® Adding these three separate estimates, a
total time for each round trip was computed
for each alignment

® Round trip time multiplied by the number of
round trips per day yields the daily vehicle
service hours, which were annualized by
multiplying by 311, the current Annualization
factor for Omnitrans fixed route service.

® Calculations of operating costs used
Omnitrans’ average bus operating ($82.24)
cost, from the Short Range Transit Plan
(SRTP) for 2004 to 2009.

@ Multiplying the annual vehicle service hours
by the average operating cost yields
estimated annual cost for any alignment.

The resuits of this calculation are shown in Table
3.1. The TSM Alternative has a larger operating
cost than the LPAs since more buses are
required to cover the route (as the sbX is faster)
and hence, require more vehicle service hours
and a greater operating cost.




Veh | Veh.
Serv | Serv.

Hours | Miles

No Build 270 188 | 2016 $15,500 $4,880,000
Alternative
TSM Route 2 320 112 5 5 216 461 . 7137 31 $37,900 | $11,932,000
Alternative - - |Limited

Route 2 27.0 138 201720 54 141.1.1512 10 $11,600 $3,652,000] . $15,584,000)
sbX LPA  |sbX 311 80 5 5 216 343 | 6934 23 $28,200 $8,878,000
{Long-term}

Route 2 27.0 138 20 | 20 54 141 | 1512 10 $11,600 $3,652,000{ $12,530,000]
sbX LPA  |sbX 313 81 5 5 216|344 | 6981 23 $28,300 $8,909,000
{Short-term}| : ; - -

Route 2 270 138 20 120 54 141 | 1512 10 $11,600 $3,652,000{  $12,561,000}
Assumptions: 5 minute turnaround per round trip

1 mile turnaround per round trip

10% layover

10 minute minimum layover per round trip

6 peak hours

12 off-peak hours

Operating cost of $82.24 per hour (from 2004 SRTP)
Number of vehicles includes 20% spares
Annualization Factor (from 2004 SRTP pp G-15)

EStreetTrans:t Corridor Project - Phase !




CHAPTER 4 - ANNUALIZED COSTS

P o MNTTRANS

The annualized costs from Tables 2.6 and 3.1
can be combined to provide the total annualized

cost of each alternative.

Table 4.1 shows the total annualized cost for
each alternative. The TSM alternative, which
includes the same Park and Ride (PNR) facilities

as in the LPA, albeit with fewer spaces, as well
as requiring more buses to service the route, has
a total annualized capital cost of $21,493,000
while the LPA Alternatives are $24,763,000 for
the Long-Term LPA, and $25,048,000 for the

Short-Term LPA.

Table 4.1: Comparison of Annualized Costs

No Build Alternative $830,000 $6,192,000 $7,022,000 $0

TSM Alternative $5,909,000 $15,584,000 $21,493,000 $14,471,000 $0
sbX LPA {Long-Term} $12,233,000 $12,530,000 $24,763,000 $17,741,000 $3,270,000
sbX LPA {Short-Term} $12,487,000 $12,561,000 $25,048,000 $18,026,000 $3,555,000

E Street Transit Corridor.Project - Phasbéyi_ﬁ
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CHAPTER 5 - TRAVEL DEMAND FORECASTS AND BENEFITS

Travel Demand Model

The San Bernardino Valley Travel Model (SBVM)
was developed specifically for the purpose of
creating travel demand forecasts of transit
ridership in the San Bernardino Valley and the E
Street Corridor. These forecasts were used to
estimate future transit ridership on the different
alternatives being tested, and to assess the
relative benefits of the various alternatives.

The SBVM is similar in structure to the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG)
model, with additional detail added in the San
Bernardino Valley. The other major difference
between the SBVM and SCAG models is that
SBVM includes a more robust mode choice

model that is based on the mode choice model
developed for and used by OCTAM. This mode
choice model is better suited for testing the range
of transit modes available in the San Bernardino
Valley.

The SBVM was developed and calibrated to
provide an accurate representation of existing
transit ridership in the San Bernardino Valley and
the E Street Corridor. Exhibit 5.1 presents a
comparison of the observed and modeled load
profiles for Omnitrans Route 2. This exhibit
shows how closely the model estimated the
ridership on the transit route through the E Street
Corridor. The validation of the transit assignment
element of the SBVM is strongly demonstrated
by this exhibit.

Exhibit 5.1: Route 2 Daily Loads at sbX Station Locations
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Horizon Year 2030 Travel Demand
Forecasts for the LPA

This section describes the results of the transit
assignments for the LPA versus the No Build and
TSM Baselines.

Background Assumptions

The No Build, TSM, and LPA model runs for the
horizon year (2030) all include the same
background assumptions. This is done so that
the travel demand forecast results isolate the
impacts of the different networks and ignore the
incremental impacts of other factors.

For the purposes of the E Street Corridor
analysis, all of the model runs are based on a
single horizon year (2030), a single scenario of
population and employment growth (based on
the SCAG Baseline forecast for Year 2030), and
a single highway network (based on the SCAG
Baseline network, plus highway improvements in
the San Bernardino Valley that are funded by the
extension of Measure |).

Socioeconomic Data

The background socioeconomic data used in the
SBVM travel demand forecasts is based on the
Year 2030 SCAG data. Detailed analysis of the
SCAG data showed that population and
employment growth forecasts for the City of San
Bernardino were applied using constant growth
rates. l.e. all SCAG TAZs within the City of San
Bernardino had the same growth rates for
residential data and the same growth rates for
employment data.

In order to produce more realistic forecasts, the
socioeconomic data for the City of San
Bernardino was reallocated to SCAG zones. The
reallocation was based on other available
information, including land use forecasts used in
the CTP and East Valley models, and land use
projections of the City of San Bernardino.

The horizon year (2030) population and
employment forecasts used in the detailed
analysis are displayed graphically in Exhibits 5.2
and 5.3. Exhibit 5.2 displays the forecast
population density for the SBVM TAZs within and
adjacent to the E Street Corridor, while Exhibit

5.52 displays the employment density for the.
same TAZs.

Exhibit 5.2: Population Density in E Street
Corridor
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Highway Networks

The horizon year transportation networks are
based on the SCAG Baseline networks, plus
highway improvements that are funded by the
extension of San Bernardino County Measure |.
These highway improvements are summarized in
Appendix A.

The SCAG Baseline networks were analyzed to
ensure that the area type coding was consistent
with the level of development forecast in the E
Street Corridor. This analysis showed that some
facilities in the Corridor were coded with the
suburban area type, when they were forecast to
experience growth that warranted their
classification as either urban or urban business
district.

treet Trizns_if Corridor Project - Phase |



Exhibit 5.3: Employment Density in E Street
N Corridor '
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Transit Networks

The baseline transit networks used for the
comparative analysis include over 1,000 regional
transit routes. Transit routes serving the San
Bernardino Valley were coded to a greater level
of detail than routes in the rest of the region.

Summary descriptions of these No Build and
TSM baseline networks are presented here.

The No Build network includes only existing plus
funded transportation improvements in the E
Street Corridor. For fixed route transit, this level-
of-service is defined in the Omnitrans SRTP as
the Financially Constrained Scenario. The No
Build Baseline also includes an increase in transit
frequency on Route 2 serving the E Street
Corridor, from 30-minute to 15-minute headways.
Other changes in transit operations in the E
Street Corridor include: a new San Bernardino
Transcenter at Rialto Street and E Street; the
proposed Redlands Rail Line plus supporting
shuttles; a Loma Linda circulator service; a
circulator service for California State University-
San Bernardino; and new regional transit
services operated by the Victor Valley Transit
Authority and Orange County Transit Authority.

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Phas '
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The TSM Baseline includes all facilities and
services in the No Build Baseline plus certain
planned or trend line service enhancements as
defined in local service plans for Omnitrans, the
Southern California Regional Rail Authority
(Metrolink Commuter Rail), and the existing level
of service of other operators in the area. The
higher service levels associated with the
Omnitrans Short Range Transit Plan’s Up to
Design Guidelines Scenario are included in this
network. The improved levels of transit service
reflected in the TSM and LPA networks have a
profound impact on transit demand in the
detailed analysis.

The TSM Baseline includes both Route 2 service
at 20 minute headways and limited stop service
on the Route 2 alignment operating at 5 minute
headways. For roadway elements in the TSM
Baseline, it is assumed that the construction of
Evans Street will be completed from Redlands
Boulevard south to Barton Road in Loma Linda.

The LPA network has north-south oriented lines
that connect the numerous activity centers in the
E Street Corridor. The LPA network has the
same background transit services as those
defined in the TSM Baseline, with minor
deviations to serve route-specific transfer
locations. The LPA network includes both Route
2 service at 20-minute headways and the
premium, sbX service operating at 5 minute
headways, but not the limited stop service on
Route 2. Roadway elements in the LPA are the
same as for the TSM Baseline.

Special Generator and Visitor Trips

A small portion of the potential demand for transit
in the E Street Corridor will come from trips that
are not estimated in the four-step modeling
process. These additional trips include trips
made by visitors to the region and trips destined
for special events that are not made on a daily
basis. A detailed analysis was conducted to
identify and quantify these potential trips.




Table 5.1 presents a list of over a dozen
attractions and events within the E Street
Corridor that have the potential to attract a
significant number of transit trips to the Corridor.
Special care was taken to avoid double counting
trips that would have been generated by the
standard modeling procedures.

This table includes the number of annual visits to
each of these attractions or events, and the
estimated number of additional transit trips that
could be associated with these sites annually.
These annual estimates were converted to daily
transit riders for both the TSM and BRT
baselines. Eventually, these daily trip ends were
used to amend the ridership forecasts along the
transit alignments. A total of 640 daily transit trip
ends (320 transit trips) were added to the daily
transit trip tables for assignment in the LPA, and
310 daily transit trip ends (155 transit trips) were
added in the TSM baseline.

Ridership Forecasts

Transit ridership can be reported as either linked
trips or unlinked trips. Linked trips are trips made
for a purpose from an origin point to a destination
point. Linked transit trips can involve the use of
more than one transit vehicle. Unlinked trips are
associated with the in-vehicle portion of transit
travel on individual transit vehicles. In general, a
linked transit trip with one transfer will include two
unlinked transit trips. Linked trips are used to
compare the total number of trips, and new trips,
for the No Build, TSM and LPA. Unlinked trips
(passenger boardings) are used to describe the
relative amount of activity on transit routes for the
No Build, TSM and LPA.

The total number of linked transit trips associated
with the No Build, TSM and LPA is summarized
in Table 6.2 This table displays the estimated
number of transit trips in both San Bernardino

County and the E Street Corridor.

Table 5.1: Annual Special Event and Visitor Trips in E Street Corridor

CSUSB

Coussoulis Arena Events 180,000 5,400 20 16,200 50
North San Bernardino Little League Complex 60,000 1,800 10 5,400 20 |
Downtown San Bernardino

Convention Center 100,000 5,000 20 10,000 30

Route 66 Rendezvous 500,000 25,000 80 50,000 160

Hotel Rooms 90,000 4,500 10 9,000 30
Arrowhead Credit Union Park 350,000 | 17,500 60 35,000 110
Orange Show Fairgrounds

National Orange Show Festival 100,000 5,000 20 10,000 30

Citrus Fair Festival 50,000 2,500 10 5,000 20

Other Events 50,000 2,500 10 5,000 20
Hospitality Lane -~ 6y

Restaurants 1,200,000 3,000 10 | 6,000 20 |

Hotel Rooms 300,000 15,000 50 30,000 100
Loma Linda University Medical Center 450,000 3,600 10 10,800 40
Veterans:Administration Medical Center 460,000 1,000 - 223,000 10

All Generators 3,890,000 91,800 310 195,400 640

Sfffé;et Transit Corridor Project - Phase |




Table 5.2: Year 2030 Linked Transit Trips
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No Build TSM
San Bernardino County 118,779 140,083 142,152
New Trips - vs. No Build 21,304 23,373
New Trips - vs. TSM - 2,069
E Street Corridor 32,985 39,933 41,908
New Trips - vs. No Build 6,948 8,921
New Trips - vs. TSM - 1,973

This table shows that the LPA is forecast to
attract approximately 2,000 new transit trips to
San Bernardino County, and that almost all of
these new trips will be within the E Street
Corridor.

The daily unlinked transit ridership forecasts for
the No Build, TSM and LPA are summarized in
Table 5.3. This table shows that the TSM is
forecast to experience almost 70,000 more
transit boardings than the No Build on transit
routes that serve the San Bernardino Valley.
This includes a large number of additional
boardings associated with level of service
improvements for Omnitrans and Metrolink
services, and the extension of the Gold Line into

the western portion of the San Bernardino Valley.

In the E Street Corridor, the TSM is forecast to
have 5,900 more unlinked transit trips than the
No Build along the standard alignment. A large

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Phas

number of these boardings will be reallocated
from the Route 2 local bus service to the Route 2
— Limited service.

The Route 2/sbX service combination in the LPA
is forecast to serve almost 4,000 more unlinked
transit trips than the Route 2/Limited service
combination in the TSM. This accounts for
almost all of the additional ridership in the San
Bernardino Valley, where the remainder of the
horizon year transit service is assumed to be
constant between the TSM and LPA.

Table 5.3 also shows that the LPA is forecast to
serve 1.6 percent more daily transit riders in the
San Bernardino Valley than the TSM. The
ridership differences between the TSM and LPA
is mostly confined to Routes 2, 2 — Limited, and
sbX, with very minor ridership impacts on other
routes in the San Bernardino Valley.




Table 5.3: Daily Ridership Statistics for Transit Routes Serving
San Bernardino Valley

~ Operator ~ Name

Routes Serving Route 2 Alignment

Omnitrans Route 2 7,446 3,460 3,196

Omnitrans Route 2 - Limited - 9,855 -

Omnitrans sbX - - 14,060

Route 2 Alignment Subtotal 7,446 13,315 17,256

Other Routes Serving E Street Corridor

Omnitrans 17 Routes 53,482 63,610 63,827

Metrolink Union Station 12,776 15,814 15,788

Redlands Rail 1 Route 5,953 5,040 5,232

Riverside Route 25 4,011 . 3,998 4,022

Victor Valley 1 Route 225 193 107

MARTA 2 Routes 309 287 275

Corridor Subtotal | 76,756 . 88,942 89,251

Routes Serving Rest of East Valley ’ Same

Routes 22, 29, 90, &

Omnitrans feeders 6,757 8,152 8,202

Riverside Routes 36 & 204 541 551 557

East Valley Subtotal 7,298 8,703 8,759

Routes Serving West Valley e

Omnitrans 16 Routes 48,288 54,838 54,821

Other Operators | 3 Routes 43,164 86,792 86,774

West Valley Subtotal 91,452 141,630 141,595

All Routes Serving San Bernardino Valley ' e

San Bemardino Valiey Total | 182952 | 252500 | 256,861
Other performance characteristics for Route 2, alignment. The E Street Corridor route profiles
Route 2 — Limited, and sbX are displayed in for the No Build, TSM and LPA are displayed in
Table 5.4. This table shows the sbX alignment Exhibit 5.4. These graphics show the locations
saves over 15 minutes off of the Route 2 — of and relatives magnitudes of the peak load
Limited service run time, and that the resulting points. The peak ridership points for the No Build
ridership increases by over 4,000 total daily and TSM Baselines are located north of
passenger boardings. The daily ridership for the downtown San Bernardino, between the Baseline
sbX service in the LPA is forecast to be over and 4th Street stations, while the peak load point

14,000 daily passenger boardings, as compared for the LPA is located south of the Rialto Street
to fewer than 10,000 daily passenger boardings Transcenter. The peak load point for the LPA
on the TSM’s Limited service. carries more than 20 percent more daily

. passengers than for the TSM.
Route Profiles

Route profiles are graphics used as a visual aid
to display the transit ridership along a transit
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Table 5.4: Daily Ridership Characteristics for E Street Corridor Routes

Measure No Build
Route 2
Travel Time in Minutes 69.0 69.1 68.9
Vehicles Required 13 10 10
Forecast Riders 7,891 3,460 3,196
Passenger Miles 26,145 10,150 9,680
Route 2 - Limited / shX
Travel Time in Minutes - 55.9 40.2
Vehicles Required - 31 23
Forecast Riders - 9,855 14,060
Passenger Miles - 39,234 52,097
All Routes Serving Alignment
Vehicles Required 13 4 33
Forecast Riders 7,891 13,315 17,256
Passenger Miles 26,145 49,384 61,777
Average Trip Length (Miles) 3.31 3N 3.58
Exhibit 5.4: Year 2030 Ridership Profiles
No Build Ridership Profile TSM Ridership Profile
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| 5 - Travel Demand Forecasts and Benefits |

Activity at Stations

The total daily station activity forecasts for the
TSM and LPA are summarized in Tables 5.5 and
5.6. These tables show the boarding and
alighting forecasts for the stations along each
alignment. These tables display the access and
egress forecasts in production-attraction format,
where the “home-end” of trips are at the access
end of trips, and the “work-end” of trips are at the
egress end. This data shows that the Rialto
Street Transcenter station will be the busiest
station in the system in both the TSM and the
LPA.

Daily activity at transit stations by modes of
access and egress is summarized in Table 5.7.
This table shows that more than 40 percent of

Table 5.5:

Station Actlwty TSM

the daily sbX trips are expected to use another
transit route to access the sbX system.

Drive access to stations with park-and-ride lots is
summarized in Table 5.8. This table shows the
horizon year demand for parking spaces at the
park-and-ride lots for both the premium services
(sbX or Route 2 Limited), and for all transit routes
serving the stations.

Peak hour boardings at transit stations are
displayed in Exhibit 5.5. These graphics show
estimates of the number of transit riders who will
be at the stations waiting for the premium
services during the AM and PM peak hours. This
data is used to estimate the station sizes and
amenity requirements for the horizon year.

Table 5.6: Station Act/wty LPA

CSU (Front) 473 1,397 1,870 CSU (Front) 552 j_ 1,773 2325  }
Little Mountain 394 95 489 Little Mountain 457 114 571
Shandin 294 135 429 Shandin 340 161 501
Marshall 698 95 793 Marshall 871 113 984
Highland 11,087 | 469 1,556 Highland 1,375 654 2,029 |
Baseline 504 298 802 Baseline 644 395 1,039
dthand E 182 . 817 999 4th and E 288 1,357 1,654
Rialto 3,194 1,863 5,057 Rialto 4 447 3,052 7,499
Inland Mall (Ext.) 249 1,028 1,277 | | Inland Mall 303 1300 | 1603
Hunts 263 970 1,233 Hunts 331 1,268 1,599 1
Carnegie 174 652 826 Carnegie 219 801 1,020
Redlands 475 448 923 Evans/Academy 1,314 697 2,011
Stewart 165 417 582 Evans/University 671 757 1428
Barton 436 501 937 Barton/Anderson 449 672 1,121

VA Hospital 569 394 963 VA Hospital 867 485 1,352

Table 5.7: Modes of Access and Egress at Transit Stations

_ Description

alk :

TSM 4,820 1,020 3,860
50% 11% 40% 72% 28%

LPA 5,570 2,240 5,940 13,750 10,370 -3,370 13,740
41% 16% 43% 75% 25%

E Street T{an.gitf;tfé}ridor Project - Phase |



7/

CUNITRANS

|

TSM

Station Limited Total Limited Total
Palm 126 182 80 103
Marshall 304 378 122 151
Rialto 335 1,260 134 504
Redlands 288 300 115 120

Station sbX Total |  sbX Total |
Paim ' 99
Marshall 177
Rialto 579
_Evans/Academy

VA Hospital
Total

Exhibit 5.5: Peak Hour Boarding Volumes

( o Tom - |

Palm

CSU (Front)
Litte Mountain
Shandin

Marshall
J Highland [

Baseline

H
E 4thand E
g Rizto 1N ® AM Paak Hour|
5 inland Mall (Ext.)
Hunts o
“ Camegie
Rediands
Stewart [#8

Barton

VA Hosgital

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
‘ Peak Hour Boarding Volume

Cost Benefit Analysis

The travel time savings benefits resulting from
the transit alternatives were calculated first using
the Summit software package. The results of the
initial application of the Summit software
indicates that the LPA will account for 806,000
annual hours of travel time savings when
compared to the TSM.

However, this estimate is quite high, since it
equates to more than ten minutes of travel time
savings for each trip on the sbX. Our
calculations indicate that the average trip on sbX
will save approximately 4.0 minutes of travel time

E Street Transit Corridor Project - Phas 1
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when compared to the Route 2 Limited service
modeled in the TSM.

Using a more conservative approach, we
estimate that the average trip using sbX will save
four minutes of travel time, and that the LPA will
account for approximately 261,000 annual hours
of travel time savings when compared to the
TSM.

The cost effectiveness of transit service is
calculated as the ratio of the incremental cost of
new service to the incremental user benefit of the
new service. For the LPA, the cost effectiveness
is calculated as $12.53 per hour of travel time
savings.
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DATE: June 1, 2006
TO: Transportation & Communications Committee
FROM: Rosemary Ayala, Lead Regional Planner

Avala@scag.ca.gov; 213-236-1927

RE: Draft 2006 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP)

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL.: A‘M

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve staff recommendation to release the Draft 2006 RTIP for public review and
comments.

BACKGROUND:

SCAG is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) [under Federal law]
and the multi-county designated transportation planning agency (under State law) for
the six-county Southern California region. SCAG is responsible for developing the
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) in cooperation with the State
(Caltrans), the county transportation commissions and Iimperial Valley Association of
Governments, and public transit operators.

The Draft 2006 RTIP is in the final stages of development and is scheduled for
release mid-June, for a 30-day public review and comment period. During the
public review period public hearings will be conducted throughout the region,
including one at the SCAG Los Angeles office. The Draft 2006 RTIP will be posted
on the SCAG web-site, noticed in numerous newspapers, and distributed to over 45
libraries throughout the region.

The 2006 RTIP is composed of over 1900 projects and is programming approximately
$19 billion in fiscal years FY 2006/2007 to 2011/20112. Development of the RTIP,
involves continuous communication with the county commissions and Imperial Valley
and staff continues to work with them to finalize the draft RTIP.

The 2006 RTIP must meet the following transportation conformity requirements:

» Consistency with the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS DOC #122222
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» Pass the Regional Emissions Test

» Financial Constraint
» Timely Implementation of Transportation Control Measures (TCM'’s)
» |nteragency Consultation & Public Involvement

Staff is conducting the various analyses associated with these requirements and will
keep you apprised of the findings.

Upon completion of the draft, you will be notified of it's availability for public review and
posting on the SCAG website.

FISCAL IMPACT: No fiscal impact. Budget for the RTIP work is included in the current
budget.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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DATE: June 1, 2006
TO: Transportation and Communications Committee
FROM: Don Rhodes, Manager, Government & Public Affairs (ext. 840)

SUBJECT: SB 1266 - Transportation & Air Quality Bond; SCA 7 — Prop. 42 Protection

SUMMARY:

On May 5, 2006, the legislature passed four infrastructure bond bills to the Governor which, upon his
signature, will go before the voters on the November ballot. None of the ballot measures are cross-joined
with one another, meaning that any one can pass individually, together, or not at all. Once on the ballot,
these bond measures require a simple majority of the voters to pass.

The bond measures provide in total $37.3285 billion dollars for infrastructure development, which is broken
down into four separate bonds in the following amounts:

* Transportation — $19.925 billion (SB 1266)
¢ Housing - $2.85 billion (SB 1689)
 Education - $10.416 billion (AB 127)

» Flood Protection - $4.09 billion (AB 140)

Provisions of the transportation bond measure, SB 1266, that are most relevant to this Committee are as
- follows:

SB 1266 - Transportation & Air Quality Bond $19.925 Billion

Mobility, Transit & Congestion Relief $ 17.25 Billion

e Provides $4.5 billion high congestion travel corridor improvements — selected by the CTC from
projects submitted by the DOT, regional planning agencies & county transportation commissions.
All such projects must be part of a regional transportation plan. Estimated SCAG regional
allocation is $2.2 billion;

e Provides $4 billion for rail, bus, & transit improvements — under existing methods of allocation.
(Based upon population & fare recovery). Estimated share to SCAG region is approximately
$1.6 billion;

e Provides $1 billion for State Highway 99 Enhancement in the Central Valley, the only project with
funds specifically earmarked;

e Provides $2 billion STIP augmentation — with same N/S distribution as under existing law —
according to the CTC annual report, approximately $3.3 billion of monies diverted from the STIP
are Prop 42 funds. Estimated share to SCAG region is approximately $650 million;

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 1
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SB 1266 — Transportation & Air Quality Bond (Cont.)

e Provides $2 billion for Port & Trade Infrastructure, allocated by the CTC after the Secretary of
BT&H and Secretary of Environmental Protection develop a trade infrastructure & goods movement
plan;

e Provides $2 billion for local roads and streets. Estimated share to SCAG region cities and
counties is approximately $870 million;

e $1 billion for State-Local Partnership Program,;
e $750 million for SHOPP and ITS.
Safety, Security & Disaster Preparedness $1.525 Billion

e Provides $1 billion for a new program for transit safety & disaster preparedness & other monies in
the following areas:

1. $100 million for port security,
2. $250 million for grade separations,
3. $125 million for bridge seismic retrofit.

Air Quality: $1.2 Billion
Provides $1 billion for port air quality, and $200 million for school bus retrofit.

The estimates of the SCAG regional share of funding from the transportation bond are predicated upon the
assumption that existing formulas and allocations will remain substantially unchanged. The total estimated
amount of these funds is approximately $5.3 billion. In addition, there are large amounts of money that are
either entirely discretionary by the appropriating authority (such as the CTC), or are to be appropriated by
future (trailer) legislation, or for a number of other reasons cannot be reliably estimated at this time. For
those funds related to port and trade infrastructure and air quality, given the volume of goods movement in
the region, a large share of funding for these areas is anticipated for the region.

SCA 7 - Proposition 42 Funds Protection

The legislature also passed SCA 7, a proposed constitutional amendment which, if passed, will provide
limited protection of Prop. 42 funds. SCA 7 requires a simple majority of the vote to pass. It authorizes a
suspension of the transfer of the sales tax on motor fuel to the TIF for a fiscal year if all of the following
occur:

1. the Governor issues a proclamation that the suspension is necessary due to a severe state fiscal
hardship;

2. a statute containing no other unrelated provision is enacted by a 2/3 vote of each house of the
Legislature suspending the transfer, and

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 2
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SCA 7 - Proposition 42 Funds Protection (Cont.)

3. astatute is enacted to repay, with interest, the TIF within 3 years for the amount of any revenues that
were not transferred as a result of the suspension.

SCA 7 would also prohibit the suspension of transfer of these revenues from occurring more than twice
during any 10 consecutive fiscal years, and would prohibit a suspension in any fiscal year in which a
required repayment from a prior suspension has not been fully completed.

It also provides for repayment of all previously borrowed funds by 2016.

BACKGROUND:

Infrastructure development has been a stated priority of the Governor’s administration, as outlined in its
Strategic Growth Plan released at the beginning of this year. Likewise, Senator Perata has spearheaded the
legislative effort to invest in California’s infrastructure since last year. Negotiations to put a more ambitious
$68 billion bond package (with leveraged funds in excess of $220 billion) on the June ballot broke down in
March, with negotiations quietly resuming in late April. Passage from the legislature of this infrastructure
bond package is the result of a lengthy negotiation process between the Governor and both parties in both
chambers of the legislature.
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